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JUSTICE WRIGHT’S DECISION. 


ROBABLY no public question since 

the abolition of slavery has so 
aroused the people as the recent de- 
cision of Justice Wright, sentencing 
Mitchell, Gompers, and Morrison to 


prison for exercising their constitutional 
rights of free speech and freedom of the 


press. Justice Wright denies these consti- 
tutional guarantees. On account of the 
far-reaching character and tremendous im- 
portance of the issues involved, we publish 
on the following pages the exact text of 
Justice Wright’s decision, reproduced from 
The Washington Law Reporter, the official 
paper of the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia. 

It will become a historic document, both 
for the issues raised and the virulence of 
the attack upon the defendants and the 
cause which they represent. For this reason 
we desire to give it a permanent place in the 
history of our movement by this publication 
in the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST. 

We would urge a most careful reading 
of the decision. Let its phrasing and its 
animus sink deep into the heart and mind. 
We believe that no intelligent person can 
read this decision without feeling an intense 
desire to know the other side of the case. 
But one side is presented by Justice Wright, 
that of the Van Cleave Buck’s Stove and 
Range Company. 

Briefly, the case involving Justice 
Wright’s decision was as follows: 

On July 20, 1908, the Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia, on the petition 
of the Van Cleave Buck’s Stove and Range 
Company, granted an order citing Gompers, 


Mitchell, and Morrison to ‘‘show cause’’ 
why they should not be punished for con- 
tempt of the injunction issued in this case 
December 18, 1907, by Justice Gould of the 
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 
We published the injunction in the Febru- 
ary, 1908, issue of the AMERICAN FEDERA- 
TIONIST, and the petition in the September, 
1908, issue. 

This injunction, issued at the instance 
of the Buck’s Stove and Rarge Company, 
forbade the officers of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, and all pei:ens within 
the jurisdiction of the court, to make any 
reference whatsoever to the Buclk.’s Stove 
and Range Company’s strained relations 
with Labor. 

Regardless of any other phase of Labor’s 
rights, the American Federation of Labor 
has at all times taken the ground that this 
injunction prohibits the exercise of the 
constitutional rights of free speech and 
freedom of the press, and hence is null 
and void because it denies constitutional 
guarantees. Both editorially and on the 
public platform we have freely discussed 
the principles involved in this injunction 
and have protested against its denial of 
constitutional rights. 

For the assertion of their rights Gom- 
pers, Mitchell, and Morrison were sen- 
tenced to one year, nine months, and six 
months imprisonment, respectively, by 
Justice Wright, who on December 23, 1908, 
delivered the following review of the case 
and passed sentence on the defendants.— 
EDITOR. 

(See following pages for text of decision. ) 
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Iu the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, 


THE BUCK’S STOVE AND RANGE COMPANY 
V. 
THE AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR ET AL. 


No. 27 


. E 


305, Eq. 
Filed December 23, 1908. 
OPINION OF JUSTICE WRIGHT. 


The defendants, Samuel Gompers, Frank Mor- 
rison, and John Mitchell are charged with wilfully 
violating the terms of the preliminary injunction 
herein heretofore issued after a hearing before 
Mr. J ustce Gould. 

The matter of the charges is not to be under- 
stood or /ntelligently determined without a com- 
prehension of the status of persons and conditions 
at the time the injunction issued, and these in 
turn can only be come at by a good understanding 
of the nature and cause of the original contro- 
versy between the parties and the situation which 
had developed from the confessed boycott, estab- 
lished against the plaintiff and its customers by 
the defendants and others. 


CONDITIONS ANTECEDING THE INJUNCTION, 


Since 1846 the plaintiff, with headquarters in St. 
Louis, Mo., has been engaged in the manufacture 
of stoves and ranges, having at the institution of 
this suit an invested capital of about $950,000. 
customers in all the territories and in nearly all 
the States of the Union, gross sales amounting 
to about $1,250,000 annually, nine-tenths of its 
product being disposed of in the course of inter- 
state commerce to customers in the territories and 
in States other than Missouri. 

For twenty-five years it had operated as a ten- 
hour shop; that is to Say, the men and machinery 
in all departments worked ten hours per day. At 
the time of filing the bill it comprehended seven 
departments employing 745 men, as follows: 

Moulding department, 300; cleaning depart- 
ment, 25; mounting department, 75; steel range 
mounting department, 50; nickel or polishing de- 
partment, 75; enameling department, 45; ship- 
ping department and miscellaneous, 175. 

Plaintiff had always maintained ‘‘an open 
shop;’’ that is, a shop where both union and non- 
union men were employed without discrimination 
for or against either class. No employee had ever 
been discharged because of membership in any 
union, nor had employment of men ever been re- 
fused or influenced by that consideration. Of the 
745 men, between 400 and 500 were members of 
various labor unions, and of the 75 engaged in the 
polishing department, 36, constituting a majority 
of the polishers, were members of the Metal 
Polishers, Buffers, Platers’ Union, No. 13, of St. 
Louis. This Union No. 13 was one of upwards of 
130 local unions which together composed the 
Metal Polishers, Buffers, Platers, Brass Molders 
and Brass and Silver Workers’ International 
Union of North America. 

Plaintiff was a member of an association of 
stove manufacturers, called The Stove Founders’ 
National Defense Association. There existed an 
agreement of long standing between the Stove 
Founders’ National Defense Association and the 
Metal Polishers, Buffers, Platers, Brass Molders, 
and Brass and Silver Workers’ International 
Union of North America providing for the settle 








ment of all disputes between a member of the 
Stove Founders’ National Defense Association 
and a member of the union by a conference com 
mittee, and that the decision should be binding 
upon each party for a term of twelve months, and 
providing further “‘that pending the adjudication 
by the presidents and conference committee, 
neither party to the dispute shall discontinue 
operations, but shall proceed with business in the 
ordinary manner.’’ Many grievances have been 
adjusted under this agreement, its provisions hav- 
ing been faithfully observed and kept by the 
Stove Founders’ National Defense Association, 
and by the plaintiff as a member. 

The thirty-six metal polishers in the employ of the 
plaintiff were ‘‘piece workers;’’ that is, they were 
paid by the piece, and earned from $4.00 to $5.25 
per day, according to their individual) skill and 
the number of hours worked. 

In November, 1905, it first came to the atten- 
tion of J. W. Van Cleave, president of the plain- 
tiff, that metal polishers were leaving their work 
before quitting time, some of them as early as an 
hour and a half before, at whatever time they 
happened to finish a job. Shortly afterward the 
works were closed down for annual repairs and 
inventory, and upon the day of closing the presi- 
dent, Van Cleave, called together all polishers in 
the polishing department and addressed them 
thus: “‘I called their attention to what had come 
to my notice, and told them that we would not 
permit that; that our shop was then and always 
had been running ten hours; that all of our ma- 
chinery ran ten hours; and that I called them 
there for the purpose of informing them that when 
we started up in the beginning of 1906, that every 
department would have to work, and every man 
in every department would have to work ten hours. 

“T also called their attention to the fact that it 
had been reported to me that the Polishers’ Union 
had puton a wage limit; that is to say, theamount 
per day that each man should earn and then quit 
work. I told them that if that was true, and that 
the men were submitting to that, that that was 
robbing their own wives and children, and that we 
would not submit to it; that God had never made 
any two men with the same ability, and, therefore, 
each man must earn all he could in the shop, do- 
ing all the work he could, and, it being piece 
work, he would thereby earn more or less, accord- 
ing to his ability. 

“*I told these men also, that if they were not satis- 
fied with our rules and our shop conditions, that 
I would give them six days’ notice three weeks 
before we opened shop in 1906, in order that they 
might get other places if they wanted to; but, if 
they returned to work they would have to return 
under the rules of our shop, and not under any 
rules that they might make.”’ 

Upon the reopening of the works in January, 
1906, notices were posted in its polishing depart- 
ment by the plaintiff that all its employees were 
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required to work ten hours a day during the year 
1906. All of these men returned to work, accepted 
their old places and worked continuously ten 
hours a day until August 27th, earning large 
wages. At5o’clock on the 27th, one of them by 
name Ford, gave a prearranged signal to quit 
work; the men immediately left their wheels, put 
up their work and left the department. This action 
was not only in violation of the shop rules, but a 
breach of the agreement between the union and 
the Defense Association, and was taken without 
notice to or conference with the plaintiff or Van 
Cleave, its president. Upon the morning of the 
28th, the men all returned to work and all were 
permitted to resume work save Ford and Jansen 
who were discharged for having incited the men 
to break the shop rules the day before. At 5 
o’clock upon the second day the signal to quit 
work was again made by one Brindle, and the 
procedure of the preceding day repeated. Upon 
the morning of the 29th the men returned to work; 
all save Brindle were permitted to resume, he be- 
ing discharged as Ford and Jansen had been, for 
inciting the men to break the shop rules. Upon 
the discharge of Brindle, the foreman of the plating 
and polishing department was straightway in- 
formed by a workman, Poe, that if Brindle, Jan- 
sen and Ford were not reinstated before 8 o’clock 
the men would leave the shop at that hour. They 
were not reinstated and at 8 o’clock the thirty-six 
union polishers struck and left the shop in a body. 
The strikers threw a cordon of pickets around the 
plant of the plaintiff, did what they could to 
prevent the plaintiff from carrying on its business, 
and what they could through violence, intimida- 
tion and otherwise to prevent the places which 
they abandoned in the factory from being filled 
by other polishers, but their efforts in this respect 
were unsuccessful. Thereafter the Loca! Union 
No. 13 declared a boycott against the plaintiff's 
product and asked its endorsement and declara- 
tion of boycott from the Central Trades and Labor 
Union of St. Louis, the Metal Polishers, Buffers, 

Platers, Brass Molders and Brass and Silver 
Workers’ Internationa! Union of North America 

and the Metal Trades Council of St. Louis. Mean- 

while union men continued in the employ of the 

plaintiff drawing pay for making the very product 
which labor unions were boycotting outside the 

doors. On October 24th, David Kreyling, Secre- 

tary of the Central Trades and Labor Union, St. 

Louis, Edward Lucas, member of the Metal 

Polishers’ Union, St Louis, and Mr. Bechtold, 

Secretary ot the Metal Trades’ Council, St. Louis, 

called together at the office of the plaintiff, were 

received by its president, Van Cleave, and a con- 

ference was there had. 

_ Astenographic report of this conference, spread- 

ing over nine typewritten pages, is appended to 

this opinion (App. B); its significance is to show 

that before these three labor unions endorsed the 

boycott that they knew that the metal polishers 

had never secured the nine-hour day, and were 

informed of the falsity of its position; that they 

understood that the thirty-six metal polishers 

had violated the shop rules and broken the agree- 

ment with the Defense Association; and its further 

significance is to tie the International lron Mold- 

ers’ Union of North America to the distortion ap- 

pearing in its statement of grievances laid before 

the Executive Council of the American Federation 
of Labor as a basis for its endorsement of the boy- 
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cott, and signed by this same Bechtold himself as 
its secretary and treasurer, as follows: 

“About August Ist, 1906, the Buck’s Stove and 
Range Company attempted to force the metal 
polishers to resume the ten-hour work day, after 
enjoying the nine-hour work day fora period of 
eighteen months, and are still making every effort 
within their power to adjust their grievance. Mr. 
J. W. Van Cleave, president of the Citizens’ In- 
dustria] Alliance, also president of the Manufac- 
turers’ Association, enjoys a reputation equal to 
that of Parry and Post. He is president of the 
Buck’s Stove and Range Company, and absolutely 
refused to deal with a committee composed of 
David Kreyling, business agent of the Central 
Trades and Labor Union cf St. Louis, Edward 
Lucas, a member of the metal polishers’, and my- 
self, stating that he was a member of the Found- 
ers’ National Defense Association, and that his ° 
association acted for him in such matters.”’ 

The boycott was endorsed by each of these three 
unions shortly after this conference. 

No question is made about the truth of any of 
the foregoing. No evidence was offered by the 
defendants in gainsay or in contradiction. Mani- 
festly, no boycott based on such a foundation 
could ever hope for even the toleration, much less 
the support, of the friends of organized labor or 
even the mass of labor men themselves, as seems 
to have been foreseen by the promoters of this 
particular enterprise; for the thousands of circu- 
lars distributed amongst the public and the cus- 
tomers of the plaintiff generally, stated a case of 
deceit and falsity, a case that had no existence 
and never had had, thus: 

“To whom it may concern, greeting: 

‘The Metal Polishers and Buffers’ Union 13 have 
been on strike at the Buck’s Stove and Range 
Company, 3500 North Second street, St. Louis, 
Missouri, since August 27th, 1906. The polishers 
in the employ of the Buck’s Stove and Range 
Company had been working the 9-hour day for 18 
months; this firm not being content with having 
peace and harmony exist, insisted on having the 
men return to the ten-hour day. This the Metal 
Polishers’ Union objected to, knowing that if the 
Buck’s Stove and Range Company were allowed 
to place their polishers back on the 10-hour day 
it would be only a matter of a short time before 
the other firms where our members are working 
the nine-hour day would adopt the same method. 
This firm has been placed upon the ‘unfair’ list 
of our international union. The Central Trades 
and Labor Union, and the Metal Trades’ Council, 
of St. Louis and vicinity, have also placed said 
firm upon the ‘unfair’ list, or ‘We Don’t Patror- 
ize’ list. This circular is being sent to inform the 
dealers who handle the product of the Buck’s 
Stove and Range Company of the unfairness of 
this concern. We trust that if your concern is 
handling any of the products of said firm you will 
cease doing the same, thereby assisting the Metal 
Polishers’ Union against this unfair firm. 

‘Thanking you for any assistance rendered our 
organization in this matter, and assuring you that 
if at any time the favor can be returned, we will 
gladly do so. 

Respectfully, 
METAL POLISHERS’ AND 
BuFFERS’ UNION No. 13, 
1310 Franklin Avenue, St. Louis, Mo.’’ 
Although fully informed at the conference with 
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Van Cleave and otherwise that the plaintiff had 
never operated any department on a nine-hour 
scale, knowing not only that the polishers had 
never secured a nine-hour day, but knowing that 
they had failed in a contention for it before the 
tribunals constituted by the joint agreement be- 
tween the Defense Association and the union, 
knowing that the members of Union 13 had vio- 
lated that agreement by striking, this same inter- 
national union, together with the aforesaid Metal 
Trades Council, and Central Trades and Labor 
Union, approved the following invention and 
spread it broadcast in circular form, together 
with other official notices of the boycott. 


METAL POLISHERS, BUFFERS, PLATERS, BRASS 
MOLDERS, AND BRASS AND SILVER WORK- 
ERS’ UNION OF NORTH AMERICA. 


Affiliated with American Federation of Labor. 
An Injury to One is the Concern of All. 
“To Organized Labor and Friends, Greeting: 

‘On August 29th, 1906, the Metal Polishers, Buf- 
fers and Platers of Local No. 13 of St. Louis, em- 
ployed at the Buck’s Stove and Range Company, 
were compelled to strike on account of the man- 
agement of said firm insisting on the polishers, 
buffers and platers in their employ returning from 
the nine-hour to the ten-hour workday. In the 
month of June, 1904, the members of the above- 
named union employed at the Buck’s Stove and 
Range Company secured the nine-hour workday. 


After working the nine-hour day for eighteen 
months, or until January Ist, 1906, notice was 


posted in the polishing department informing the 
men that on and after January Ist, said depart- 
ment would run ten hours a day. 

‘When the men returned to work after said date, 
they immediately notified the firm that they w ould 
work the ten-hour day under protest, or until such 
time as our International Union and the Stove 
Founders’ National Defense Association, with 
whom we have a national agreement, could agree 
upon a settlement, and after several conferences, 
between our international union and said associa- 
tion had been held, and being unable to arrive at 
a settlement, the above action was taken. 

‘J. W. Van Cleave, president of said concern, is 
also president of the Citizens’ Industrial Associa- 
tion of this city. ‘His sole ambition is to crush 
the labor unions in general.’ Metal Polishers’ 
Union Number 138 has placed said firm upon the 
‘unfair’ list, and their action has been endorsed 
by the International Union of Metal Polishers, 
Buffers, and Platers, The Central Trades and 
Labor Union, and Metal Trades’ Council of St. 
Louis and vicinity. We sincerely trust that your 
organization will render all moral assistance in 
your power in giving this ‘unfair’ firm as much 
publicity as possible, and also appoint commit- 
tees to visit dealers handling stoves and ranges of 
said firm, and request them to cease handling 
said goods, and also have them write the firm a 
letter to that effect. 

‘Do not file this circular, but appoint yourcom- 
mittees immediately, as a victory in this fight 
means a great deal to organized labor in general, 
and a blow to the Citizen's Industrial Association. 

‘Thanking your organization in advance for this 
favor, we remain, 

Fraternally and sincerely yours, 
(Signed) ‘‘METAL POLISHERS, BUFFERS 


AND PLATERS’ UNION No. 13.”’ 


AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST 


**(Seal of Metal Trades’ Federation of North 
America. Metal Trades’ Council No. 1 of St. 
Louis and vicinity.) 

“(Seal of Central Trades and Labor Union of 
St. Louis and vicinity. ) 

‘Pp. S.—Any further information desired will be 
cheerfully furnished by addressing Metal Polishers, 
Buffers and Platers’ Union, No. 1310 Franklin 
Avenue, St. Louis, Mo.”’ 


FURTHER ENDORSEMENT OF THE BOYCOTT. 


The American Federation of Labor of which 
Samuel Gompers is president, Frank Morrison 
secretary, and John Mitchell a vice-president, is a 
federation of various labor unions numbering in 
the neighborhood of thirty thousand unions with 
a membership of about two million persons. 
Something of its purposes is to be gathered in the 
preamble to its constitution, as follows: 

“Whereas, A struggle is going on in all the 
nations of the civilized world between the oppress- 
ors and the oppressed of all countries, a struggle 
between the capitalist and the laborer, which 
grows in intensity from year to year, and will 
work disastrous results to the toiling millions if 
they are not combined for mutual protection and 
benefit. 

‘It, therefore, behooves the representatives of 
the trade and labor unions of America, in con 
vention assembled to adopt such measures and 
disseminate such principles among the mechanics 
and laborers of our country as will permanently 
unite them to secure the recognition of the rights 
to which they are justly entitled. 

‘We, therefore, declare ourselves in favor of the 
formation of a thorough federation, embracing 
every trade and labor organization in America 
organized under the trade union system.”’ 

The official organ of the American Federation 
of Labor is a monthly publication edited by 
Gompers, entitled, ‘‘American Federationist.’’ As 
stated by him in the publicaion itself, ‘It is the 
only authorized publication of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor. It is read by thousands of 
people in every part of the continent outside of 
the labor organizations as well as by members of 
the American Federation of Labor.’’ He states in 
his annual report as president in 1905: ‘‘There are 
published now 185 official journals issued monthly 
or oftener by American international unions, and 
179 weekly labor papers, all devoted to the defense 

and advocacy of labor’s interests nearly all of 
which are stoutly espousing the trade union move- 
ment and the American Federation of Labor.’ 

These publications, being ‘‘official’’ organs are 
therefore the mediums upon which organized 
labor and its friends are required to rely in gather- 
ing their information about labor controversies 
and the causes of strikes and boycotts. The offi- 
cial organ of the Metal Polishers, Buffers, Platers, 
Brass Molders and Brass and Silver Workers’ 
International Union was a publication called 
“The Journal.’’ The following is one of its publi- 
cations: 

“Charles R. Atherton, Editor Journal: I wish 
to make a special plea to all union men in behalf 
of Local 13, in their fight against the Buck’s Stove 
and Range Company of St. Louis, which is an 
active fight against organized labor in general, in 
all lines of work. The local trouble is merely to be 
an entering wedge, which if successful, will end 
n a general movement to go back to ten hours as 
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tne recognized day of work; and furthermore, 
Mr. Van Cleave, the president of the Buck’s Stove 
Company is also the national president of the 
Manufacturers’ Association and president of the 
local Citzens’ Industrial Alliance of St. Louis. 
He has been very active in all labor troubles, 
whether in his line or not, being generally the 
leader and aggressor, showing what he will do 
and how he will do it. His present move is to 
break up the unions of St. Louis. He is of the 
same breed as Parry of Indianapolis; Post of 
Battle Creek, Mich.; whose line is salvage grain, 
with a coffee flavor, and sweat shop labor, and 
the Divine Right Baer Coal Trust fame. 

‘Now, brothers, it is up to you to help your- 
selves by driving the Buck's Stove an.t Range Com- 
pany from the markets. As the line is something 
we all use, either for cooking or heating purposes, 
and if we can not make ourselves felt in this fight 
we certainly can not in any other line. In Toledo 
Local 2 has put up a great argument with the one 
dealer who handles the Buck’s stove by visiting 
all the unions in the city, and by distributing boy- 
cott cards, etc., until every workingman in the 
city knows the firm is ‘unfair.’ The local dealer, 
after spending a large sum in advertising the 
stoves, and carting stoves back to the store that 
had been sent out on trial, was forced to ad- 
mit that his stove business is dead in Toledo, and 
has stopped advertisement, and if he ever gets rid 
of his present stock of Buck’s stoves, he says he 
will never do it again. Do not let up now, for 
when the season for heating stoves is past they 
will then try again to push the ranges and cook 
stoves, and if discouraging letters reach the mak- 
ers from every part of the country from their 
agents and dealers, Mr. Van Cleave will probably 
then realize that trying to bust unions is not in his 
line, and will take less interest in such business, 
as | believe him to be a modern business man, 
and more ready to sacrifice his principle than his 
business. Fraternally yours, MAXZ, 

Local 2.”’ 

Copies of the foregoing and similar circulars 
and of the journal were distributed broadcast; 
amongst those merchants who handled plaintiff's 
goods, the members of labor unions, and the pub- 
lic generally, pending an application to the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor for its endorsement of 
the boycott. The Federation meets once annually 
in convention of the representatives of trade 
unions affiliated throughout the land. According 
to its constitution, ‘No endorsement of a boycott 
shall be considered by the convention, except it 
has been so reported by the Executive Council.’’ 
This Executive Council is composed of the presi- 
dent, the vice-presidents, the secretary, and the 
treasurer. The constitution of 1886 provided”. . . 
it shall be the duty of the Executive Council to 
secure the unification of all labor organizations so 
far as to assist each other in any justifiable boy- 
cott.”’ In 1886 this provision was amended so as 
to read: t shall be the duty of the Ex- 
ecutive Council to secure the unification of all 
labor organizations so far as to assist each other 
in any trade dispute.” 

The laws of the Federation itself prohibited the 
endorsement of more than three boycotts at the 
same time for one international union; at the time 
of the convention of 1906 the Federation had en- 
dorsed boycotts against and was carrying on its 
“‘We-Don’t-Patronize’’ list the names of three firms 
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who had been boycotted by the Metal Polishers, 
Buffers, Platers, Brass Molders and Brass and 
Silver Workers’ International Union, and was ren- 
dering effective these boycotts; so that its own laws 
prohibited it from endorsing the boycott against 
the plaintiff. The Metal Polishers’ International 
Union had instructed its delegates to the annual 
convention to secure an endorsement nevertheless, 
and to that convention its president, one Grout 
was a delegate; and Bechtold, the same who had 
taken part in the conference with Van Cleave, 
delegate from the International Brotherhood of 
Foundry Employees, upon the floor of the conven- 
tion introduced the following resolution: 

‘*Whereas, the Buck’s Stove and RangeCompany 
of St Louis which is owned and controlled by J 
W. Van Cleave, president of the a> ar he 
Association has persistently discriminated against 
members of the Foundry Employees’ Union, to the 
extent of discharging every man as soon as it be- 
came known that he was a member of said union; 
therefore, be it resolved, that the product of the 
above named factory be placed on the ‘We-Don’t- 
Patronize’ list of the American Federation of 
Labor.”’ 

The treachery and deceit of this resolution is 
displayed by the testimony of the president, the 
general manager, superintendent, assistant super- 
intendent, and foreman of the plaintiff, who upon 
their respective oaths each declare that never, up 
to the very day of the resolution, had the plaintiff 
or any one acting in its behalf discharged or in 
any way discriminated against any man, in any 
department, on account of membership in any 
union; each upon his oath further declares that 
up to the very day of the resolution he had never 
heard or knew of the existence of a Foundry Em- 
ployees’ Union, that his first information as to its 
existence was that conveyed by the subsequent re. 
port of the proceedings of this very convention- 
The answer to this testimony is silence; no claim 
is made, nor witness brought, nor word spoken in 
denial. Upon the introduction of the resolution it 
was at once referred by the president, Gompers, 
to the committee on boycotts, upon which he had 
already appointed amongst others, the aforesaid 
Grout, president of the International Polishers 
Union. This committee thereupon reported back 
the resolution with recommendation that it be re- 
ferred to the Executive Council; this reeommenda- 
tion was adopted by the convention and the 
resolution was so referred with a direction to the 
Executive Council to take action thereon at the 
earliest possible moment. The Executive Council 
at its next meeting, held in March, 1907, at Wash- 
ington, D.C., placed the name of the plaintiff and 
its product on the ‘‘We-Don’t-Patronize”’ list of 
the American Federation of Labor, and directed 
the publication thereof in that list in the American 
Federationist, in its succeeding issues. Imme- 
diately thereafter there was a broadcast dis- 
tribution of many thousands of the following 
notices: 

“IMPORTANT NOTICE. 


‘The Executive Council of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor, in session at Washington, D. C., 
March 18-23; 1907, placed the 

‘Buck’s Stove and Range Company, 
of St. Louis, on the 
Unfair List. 
‘The publication of this concern will be made 
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in the ‘‘We-Don’t-Patronize”’ list commencing in 
the May issue of the American Federationist. 

‘This firm is commencing to advertise in daily 
papers all over the country, endeavoring to offset 
the above action. All members take notice. Ap- 
point committees to visit the dealers and bring it 
to the attention of all friends of organized labor.”’ 

The May number of the Federationist carried 
the following: 

“SPECIAL NOTICE. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 25, 1907. 

‘To All Affiliated Unions: 

‘At the request of the unions interested and after 
due investigation anc attempt at settlement, the 
following concerns have been declared UNFAIR: 


BUCK’S STOVE AND RANGE COMPANY, ST. LOUIS, MO. 


‘Secretaries are requested to read this notice at 
union meetings, and Labor Reform Press please 
copy. 

Fraternally yours, 
SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
President, American Federation of Labor.”’ 


And subsequently carried the name of the plain- 
tiff on its ‘‘We-Don’t-Patronize”’ list. Boycotts of 
between 400 and 500 firms had already been con- 
ducted, the experiences of which had developed 
an expert skilfulness in modo opperandi in which 
the expressions ‘‘We-Don’t-Patronize”’ and ‘‘Un- 
fair’? were understood to be used as synonyms for 
the coarser sounding verb ‘‘boycott’’ in its im- 
perative mood. The fact of the endorsement of 
the boycott by the American Federation of Labor 
was heralded broadcast throughout the United 
States through the mediums of trade and other 
journals, circulars, banners, by word of mouth, 
and the boycott proceeded. Members of labor 
unions were forced and coerced into supporting it 
whether individually willing or unwilling, approv- 
ing or disapproving, by methods amongst which 
were the following: 

[Extract from the Report of the Proceedings of the 
Annual Convention of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor, held in November, 1907. ] 

From the Report of the Committee on Boycotts. 

‘We desire to call your attention to the action 
of the Minneapolis, Minn., convention on this im- 
portant matter, and particularly to the recom- 
mendations thereon as concurred in by that 
convention. Conditions have not been materially 
changed since that time, and we therefore recom- 
mend that the Executive Council be instructed to 
remove from the ‘We-Don’t-Patronize List’ the 
names of firms in all instances wherein the Ex- 
ecutive Council has knowledge that the national 
or international union responsible for the boycott 
are not aggressively pushing the same. We feel 
that the boycott should only be resorted to after 
all efforts at adjustment have failed, but when in- 
stituted by national, international, state, or cen- 
tral bodies, it should be made so effective that 
speedy agreement between the international union 
firms will follow.” 

The following is from the report of the proceed- 
ings of the convention of the American Federation 
of Labor held in 1895. 

“The committee on credentials, having con- 
sidered the protest of the garment workers against 
seating the delegate from the progressive musical 
union has arrived at the following conclusions: 

‘In view of the fact that this organization has 
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flagrantly and persistently violated the prir.ciples 
and constitution of the A. F. of L., in refusing to 
indorse the boycott levied by the garment work- 
ers and endorsed by the A. F. of L., and has done 
all in their power to offset said boycott, we recom- 
mend that the delegate be not seated. 

‘The secretary stated that such action practically 
expelled the organization refusing to endorse a 
boycott. While to censure might be in order he 
thought expulsion somewhat harsh.”’ . % 

The report was adopted. 

B. Hencken, engaged in the house-furnishing 
business in East St. Louis testified amongst 
other things: 

*‘] had sold a railroad man 
furniture on time payments 
rented his house from this man Smith, ‘ 
and we sent our carpet man to get the measure 
for this man’s carpet ‘ and Smith refused 
to let him in, he wouldn’t let him in; . . . 
Smith told this railroad man to go and see the 
grievance man I believe they called him—if he 
wouldn’t permit for him to buy the goods from 
us . . . so this railroad man that I sold the 
goods to, he went to see this man, and this man 
said he couldn’t buy the goods from us, that if he 
did that he would be thrown out of the union.” 

Smith was the representative of the local union 
body in East St. Louis. 

As late as January, 1908, the United Mine 
Workers of America, an organization of several 
hundred thousand members, in convention as- 
sembled, adopted this: 

‘*Resolved, That the United Mine Workers of 
America, in nineteenth annual convention as- 
sembled, place the Buck’s stoves and ranges on 
the unfair list, and any member of the United 
Mine Workers of America purchasing a stove of 
above make be fined $5.00, and failing to pay the 
same be expelled from the organization.”’ 

So much, although but a meager sketch, shows 
the methods of iolinensing members of unions, 
and these methods seem to be known as “‘per- 
suasion.”’ 

Passing from them the customers of the plain- 
tiff were intimidated, browbeaten, and coerced 
out of their business relations with the plaintiff by 
direct interference with and boycott of their (the 
customers) trade relations with their own cus- 
tomers and the public generally, of which the 
following is typical and illustrative. 

Joseph Kipper was a stove merchant in the 
city of St. Louis, handling the plaintiff’s stoves. 
The following is from his testimony: 

“One man, he followed me in the evening, it 
was somewheres around six o’clock, toward dark 
any how, and he said that he seen that I had a 
Buck’s stove in my show case, and if I wasn’t go- 
ing to remove that stove, he would knock the 
show case in and throw the damned stove out 
into the street.”’ 

P. J. Farrington, secretary of the St. Louis 
House Furnishing Company, testifies that Kreyl- 
ing, secretary and visiting agent of the Central 
Trades and Labor Union, Leberman, international 
vice-president, Metal Polishers, Buffersand Platers, 
Brass and Silver Workers’ International Union of 
North America, and Moran, visitors’ agent of the 
Stove and Range Founders’ Union, St. Louis dis 
trict, called at the establishment and demanded 
that the firm quit selling the plaintiff’s goods. 

“We got talking about different subjects, and 


a bill of 
and he 














Mr. Kreyling says: ‘We are getting away from the 
subject. What we came here for is to see whether 
you are going to stop ona and selling Buck’s 
stoves and ranges.’ I said: ‘You should not place 
a merchant in that position. If you people have 
a fight or grievance with Mr. Van Cleave or the 
Buck’s Stove and Range Company you should not 
try to beat them over our shoulders. It took my 
partner and myself fifteen years to build up this 
business, and I don’t think you people should try to 
destroy it because you have a grievance or fight 
with Mr. Van Cleave.’ Mr. Kreyling said that the 
only way that they could reach him was to get the 
people to stop buying their goods, and that if we 
didn’t stop they would put us on the Unfair List, 
and they left’’ (referring toacircular). ‘‘ This is 
the boycott notice that was pasted on the upright 
pieces in front of our store that is used by the 
Electric Street Car Company, and there are sev- 
eral others that were posted up and down the 
avenue.” . lt was done at night; it would 
be on in the morning and we would have our 
porter take it off. It was put on there four or five 
days in succession.”’ 
This is the notice: 
** BOYCOTT 
“St. Louis HouUsE FURNISHING Co., 
**904 Franklin Ave., 
““AGENT FOR BuCk’s STOVES AND RANGES, 
which are 
“UNFAIR TO ORGANIZED LABOR. 


Endorsed by— 

Metal Polishers’ Union No. 13. 

Stove Mounters’ No. 86. 

Steel Range Workers’ No. 34. 

Centra! Trades and Labor Union 
of St. Louis and Vicinity.”’ 

“Shortly before this a furniture van that had 
cgnvas on both sides with great big letters ‘“‘Boy- 
cott Buck’s Stoves and Ranges,’’ and it stopped in 
frontof ourstore . . . that was the day of the labor 
parade . . . And there was four or five men on the 
wagon and they hollered and hooted . . . and there 
was quite a crowd there . . . and they pointed in 
there and says, ‘‘there are the boycotted goods, 
there are the Buck’s stoves and ranges there.’’ 

This was a parade of fifteen thousand persons. 

Pamplin, assistant secretary of plaintiff makes 
oath respecting the same visit of these three offi- 
cers at which he happened to be present. 

“They told me that they had just started in 
St. Louis that committee of three and they in- 
tended calling on all our customers with the in- 
tention of getting them to throw out Buck’s stoves 
and ranges .. . They told methat they had a wagon 
driven up in front of the St. Louis House Furnish- 
ing Co. on Saturday, October 5th, and the wagon 
was covered with cloth and painted on the cloth 
were the words, “Boycott Buck’s stoves and 
ranges,”’ 

Pamplin was then in St. Louis giving an ex- 
hibition of Buck’s stoves near the store of the D. 
Sommers Stove Company. 

“During the time I was there exhibiting that 
stove, I noticed that there were a great many cir- 
culars dropping in the alley and around the stove 

- each man seemed to being up a circular and 


while there to drop it. The | ye came down 
Olive street from the west an 
direction. .. 


I went up in that 
I found a man on the corner of 12th 
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and Olive handing to each passerby one of these 
circulars and as I passed he handed me one.”’ 
The circular was as follows: 


UNFAIR 
TO 
ORGANIZED LABOR 
THE 
BUCcK’s 
STOVES AND RANGES. 


Endorsed by Metal Polishers, Buffers and Plat- 
ers’ International Union of North America.”’ 

These instances are illustrative of the methods 
which were employed generally throughout the 
land, but there is an action of the annual con- 
vention of 1905, although in another case which 
shows the method of the organization too nicely 
to warrant its omission; a resolution fathered by 
the same Grout, was adopted, containing the 
following: 

‘*Whereas, The members of the M. P., B. P., 
B. M., B. and 8. W. Union of N. A., who were 
employed by the Wehrle Stove Company of New- 
ark, O., were forced to cease work on June 2, 
1905, on account of the unjust and arbitrary atti- 
tude assumed by the firm; and— 

‘Whereas, the entire output of said shop is dis- 
ee of through the mail order house of Sears, 

oebuck & Co., of Chicago, . . . 

‘Resolved, That the American Federation of 
Labor, in its twenty-fifth annual convention 
assembled, place Sears, Roebuck & Co., of Chi- 
cago, Ill., on the unfair list of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor and that the usual course in 
advertising the fact be followed.”’ 

Let it be never forgotten that these efforts were 
not confined to the direct customers of the plain- 
tiff but were forthwith and universally extended 
to the customers of the plaintiff’s customers; nor 
were they confined to stoves manufactured by the 
plaintiff but were immediately and universally 
extended against all the goods of whatever nature 
and description handled by plaintiff’s customers 
and by whomsoever manufactured. Customers 
of the plaintiff who declined to sever business re- 
lations with it, or other merchants who because 
of the merit of plaintiff's goods and the needs 
and demands of the general public for them, found 
it advantageous to engage in their sale, straight- 
way found themselves shriveling and withering in 
the relentless blight of this hideous pestilence. 
While the enormity of the result can not be por- 
trayed in a word picture, yet :{ it be remembered 
that the following examples no more than typify 
that which was practically universal, a dwarfish 
illustration is conveyed. They serve to make clear 
not only the nature of the injury done to the bus- 
iness of the plaintiff, but also of that done to the 
business of its customers, as well as that done to the 
people of the several States by driving from their 
markets an article of interstate commerce, which 
their legitimate needs demanded and required. 
The following are quotations from some of the let- 
ters in evidence, the requirements of space com- 
manding what brevity may be: 

From W. E. Eppert, 
TERRE HAUvTE, INDIANA. 


** Your company . should know the result 
of the boycott now being placed upon your stoves 
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in this city. Comparing our business of this year 
with last reveals the following: 
October, 1906, business done over same 
month this year 
November, 1906, business done over same 
month this year 
Total deficit 
for 1907 in these two months. 

. . Weshould be doing an immense busi- 
ness now on stoves but will not be able to do it 
this season unless you can get matters adjusted 
some way so that this war will cease. We have 
spent a large amount of money advertising the 
Buck’s stove and can’t afford to see our business 
go glimmering i in this style. What do you suggest 
in this matter?’ 


2,925 13 
$6,385 10 


“METAL POLISHERS, BUFFERS, PLATERS, BRASS 
MOLDERS, BRASS AND SILVER WORKERS’ 
UNION OF NORTH AMERICA. 

Local 
Sec’y. Address, 
Affiliated with American Federation of Labor. 
An injury to one is the concern of all. 
St. Louis, Mo., Sept. 27, 
R. 8. PACE LUMBER Co., 
Wilburton, I. Ty. 
GENTLEMEN: The Buck’s Stove & Range Co. of 
this city has just made a shipment of stoves and 
ranges to your firm. I desire to inform you that 


1906. 


this firm is unfair to organized labor. The metal 
polishers, buffers and platers were compelled to 
go on strike on account of the unfair treatment at 


the handsof this firm; the members of the above 
union had been working nine (9) hours per day 
for the past eighteen (18) months and the firm 
tried to force them to work ten (10) hours per 
day. I would be pleased to have you return the 
-_ shipped to your firm, also notify Mr. Van 

leave the manager of the Buck’s Stove & Range 
Co., that your firm will refrain from making any 
further purchases from them until they treat their 
employees as they should be treated, or as other 
manufacturers do. 

Hoping that you will grant us this favor and 
thanking you for same, we remain, 

Respectfully yours, 

METAL POLISHERS, BUFFERS 
& PLATERS’ UNION. 
1310 Franklin Ave., St. Louis, Mo. 

P. S.—These letters have all been written by the 
Vice Pres. of this Union in Dist. No. 12, St. Louis 
Pac. Libr. Co.”’ 


‘*ELECTROTYPE 
AND FINISHERS’ UNION, No. 17. 
ELECTRO- 


MOLDERS 
INTERNATIONAL STEREOTYPERS AND 
TYPERS’ UNION. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 17, 1907. 
Mr. J. W. VAN CLEAVE, 
President, Buck’s Stove and Range Co. 
DEAR Sir: The menibers of this organization 
have been instructed to refrain from purchasing 
the products of your company until such time as 
said company shall be off the unfair list. 
H.C. Poppe, Secy.-Treas.”’ 


OUNCIL OF LEXINGTON, Ky. 
March 4, 1907. 


“CENTRAL LABOR CO 
LEXINGTON, Ky., 
BUFORD RHODES FuRN. Co., 
Lexington, Ky 
DEAR Sir: Your attention iscalled to the un- 


fair attitude of the Buck’s Stove Co., who 
refuses to accede to union conditions in their 
factory. We desire to advise you to the effect that 
we will be compelled to refrain from buying 
Buck’s stoves unless that firm will act fairly with 
its employees. 

We trust that this matter will receive your at- 
tention and that you take it up with the Buck’s 
Stove Co., so that if possible, friction may be 
avoided. 

Respectfully, A. BABLITZ, Secy.’’ 
“THE CENTRAL TRADES AND LABOR ASSEMBLY 
Affiliated with the American Federation of Labor. 

Meets Sunday mornings at 9 o’clock at Labor 
Temple, No. 1512 Eighth avenue. 

TAMPA, FLA., Dec. 14, 1906. 

GENTLEMEN: By instructions from the Central 
Trades and Labor Assembly of Tampa, I hereby 
inform you that the Buck Stove and Range Com- 
pany, of St. Louis, Mo., by their attitude to their 
employees, the members of Local No. 13, of St. 
Louis, are unfair to organized labor generally, 
and we will not patronize the products of the said 
company until they treat with and give their em- 
ployees fair and just treatment and equitable 
rights. 

We also request that you write the said Buck 
Stove and Range Company a personal letter, re- 
questing them to make themselves right or square 
with their employees, or their products will be 
placed on our ‘‘We-Don’t-Patronize”’ list. 

Trusting you will comply with this request, | 
am, 

Yours respectfully, W.F. KELLY, 
Recording Secretary, C. T. & L. A.”’ 


“Sr. Louris STEREOTYPERS’ UNION, No. 8. 
St. Louis, Mo., May 22, 1907. 
Mr. J. W. VAN CLEAVE, 
President Buck’s Stove and Range Com- 
pany. 

DEAR Sir: Your action in compelling the pol- 
ishers, buffers, etc., to return to the ten-hour work 
day has caused the members of the Stereotypers’ 
Union, No. 8, to pledge themselves not to patron- 
ize the Buck’s Stove and Range Company or any 
dealer handling your goods. 

Sincerely yours, 
GEO. BOECKE, Secretary.’ 


The following letters are all to plaintiff: 
‘*PATTERN MAKERS’ LEAGUE OF NORTH AMERICA. 
PATTERN MAKERS’ ASSOCIATION, PITTSFIELD, 
MAss. 

OFFICE OF SECRETARY. 
PITTSFIELD, MAss., December 8, 1906. 
Having received a communication from the 
Metal Polishers’ Association describing the trouble 
they are having with your firm, we deem it wise 
as union brothers to help them all we possibly 
can, and with that point in view we will do all in 
our power to stop the sale of your goods in our 
city. 
PATTERN MAKERS’ ASSOCIATION.”’ 


“CENTRAL LABOR UNION. 
Affiliated with American Federation of Labor. 
Catro, ILL., December 5, 1906. 
The union men of Cairo at a meeting held Mon- 
day, December 3, instructed me.to notify your firm 
that their patronage would be withheld from 














Buck’s stoves and ranges until the nine-hour day 
has been granted the metal polishers formerly 
employed by you, but who were compelled to 
strike because of your action in insisting on their 
returning to the ten-hour work day. 

Yours truly, HARRY ». HELTON.” 





“THE JOHNSON COUNTY FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
HARTMAN, ARK., July 15, 1907. 

Iam hereby authorized to write you ‘that the 
laboring men of this county will not patronize 
your goods until you get right with your men. As 
we think you do not treat Local Union No. 13, 
Platers and Buffers of St. Louis, with fairness, so 
we won’t buy any of your goods in this county 
until you do. 

Hoping you will get on the right side of the 
fence so it won’t work a hardship on some of our 
local dealers, I remain, 

Sincerely yours, Rost. SCHOEFFLER, 
c. Sec.” 





The following from customers: 
From H. L. McEtRoy Co., 
YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO. 

“ , . We put your side of the matter before 
these gentlemen as clearly as we could, but, of 
course, made no impression on them. .. . We 
have been loyal to the line; are in better 
shape this year . . to push forward the 
business than ever before. It would be a serious 
calamity for us to be compelled to change our 
line at this time, but we can not endanger the 
success of our entire business by arousing the an- 
tagonism and animosity of the labor unions.”’ 





FROM ALONZO MILLER, 
STAUNTON, ILL. 

“. . . This town is made up of miners, strictly 
union men, and at their last meeting . they 
made a motion and was carried that a miner 
would be fined if he bought a range or a heater 
from me that was bought from Buck’s Stove Mfg. 
Co. So, gentlemen, I see the best thing I can do 
is not to handle your stoves and send back what 
I have on hand. So you send your man here and 
check me out. f you don’t send your 
man 1 will send these stoves and ranges back at 
once, as I will not ruin my business for your 
stoves and ranges.”’ 

From J. H KAUFMAN & Co., 
ABERDEEN, WASHINGTON. 

” . We are advised by the trades council 
here that your stoves and ranges have been boy- 
cotted by the labor unions on account of strike. 
We trust that this difficulty will soon be settled, 
for if not, we will have to discontinue the handling 
of your line.”’ 


FROM CHRIST NIEBUR, 
BREESE, ILL. 
“Enclosed find check formyaccount.. . . As 
I have heard that you are on the Unfair List and 
the union is strong here, I guess I can’t buy any 
stoves from you until settled.” 





FrRoM BAKER & GIDCUMB, 
HARRISBURG, ILL. 
se . The union people of this town have you 
pe ople on the Unfair List here, and won’t allow me 
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to handle any of your goods. . . . Iam outnow 
and would like to have or could use several stoves 
now, but I can’t afford to handle them as long as 
you are on the Unfair List with the union people.” 





From F. W. ScHNECK & Co., 

MILWAUKEE, WIs. 

2 . We have handled your stoves for 15 
years; have heard of no labor troubles; have worked 
hard to get them up to a high standard; have 
worked up a large trade; have advertised liberally, 
and therefore would not like to drop the line. 

We also are about ready to place an order for 
next season, but under present conditions are 
obliged to wait until you in some way adjust the 
matter with the union, as 90 per cent. of our trade 
is composed of laboring people.”’ 





From Lou Coy House FURNISHING Co 
GREAT FALLS, MONTANA. 

It had been our intention to put ina 
car of Buck’s stoves and ranges this fall, and had 
advertised them very strongly, but our plans were 
knocked in the head by the unions in the towns 
coming to us and requesting us not to handle 
them, and as we are largely dependent on this 
trade, a request is equal to a demand.”’ 


oe 





TELEGRAM FROM MAQUIN AND Co., 
GLOBE, ARIZ. 

“ . . Article published here says that Fed- 
eration of Labor has boycott on your goods. If 
this is true we can not use your goods. ‘ 
Hold car. 





FROM DUNCAN-BAKER HARDWARE Co., 
MARION, ILL. 

‘. ,. . When the order was placed for these 
stoves we had not heard of your controversy with 
the labor organizations. . . Wecan not af- 
ford to put the stoves on our floor for the purpose 
of selling them, and we believe you are too honor- 
able to force us to keep them.”’ 





FROM PRINCE FURNITURE COMPANY, 
ALLENTOWN, PENN. 

“There is a very important matter to which my 
attention has been forced and which threatens my 
interest in Pittston very seriously. . Pitt- 
ston is the stronghold of organized labor and I 
hardly think it is prudent situated as I 
am to antagonize the labor organizations there. 
They have been sending committees into our 
store from all sources. ° 





FROM THE HOUSE FURNISHER. 
KENOSHA, WIs, 
mn, . Ineed some stoves but can not handle 
them, the unions here are very strong and are 
here every two weeks or so to look over my stock. 
I got your line well started but could not 
buy any more until it is settled. . 
Always had nice dealings with you but I am forced 
to do this.’ 





FroM THE SCHUNC-HARQUARDT Co. 
TOLEDO, OHIO, 
“Again we have been notified by the labor 
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unions that the Buck Stove and Range Co. are 
still on the unfair list, and that if we continue to 
handle the Buck stoves and ranges they will boy- 
cott us, not only on Buck’s stoves and ranges 
but on all hardware. . Unless this matter 
can be settled up between you and the unions we 
will be compelled to take up another line of 
stoves.’ 


FrRoM CAMPBELL, SPERRY & Co., 
Piqua, OHIO. 

ais . We regret that it seems im- 
possible for us to push your line as we hoped we 
might as we have done in the past for we certainly 
like the goods and we realize that it will mean a 
hard pull to put another line to the front where 
the Buck’s stands but owing to the labor troubles 
which exist we shall be obliged to use some other 
line as the advertised line. We have al- 
ready lost considerable business this spring from 
the stove-works fellows which we know would have 
come to us except for the feeling that exists.” 

The number of such various letters was myriad, 
the foregoing only illustrative. 

The plaintiff had contractual arrangements with 
merchants to the number of betweeen two thou- 
sand and three thousand, but the obligations of 
contracts were likewise ignored as illustrated by 
the following quotations from the testimony, none 
of which is denied or even questioned by the de- 
fendants: 


FROM FARRINGTON, 


(Referring to the interview with Kreyling, 
Leberman, and Moran, already mentioned) ‘‘there 
was about $5,000 worth of Buck’s stoves that we 
had in there and I says, we have got our money 
invested in these and want to dispose of them, 
what would you advise us to do with them?” 
Kreyling says, ‘‘we don’t care what you do with 
them, if you don’t sell them.” I says, ‘‘well if 
you just a ee we have got on hands I will 
agree not to buy any more, although we are under 
contract with the Buck’s Stove and Range Com- 
pany to take a certain amount of their goods and 
in return for them they give us the exclusive sale 
on Franklin avenue, . .”’ I spoke to Mr. 
Kreyling after he left here that is the first time, I 
have since seen him; 1 asked him why he put us 
on the unfair list and boycotted us, they had not 
boycotted Sommers and MeNichols, and he said 
they gave him some satisfaction. I says, ‘‘wasn’t 
everything satisfactory when you left me?’ 
**Well,’’ he said, ‘‘you seemed to stand on your 
contract you had with the Buck Stove and Range 
Company | and you wouln’t promise not to sell 
any more.’ 

Arnold, vice-president of the D. Sommers Co. 

“They asked me to simply quit handling 
Buck’s stoves and ranges and to quit doing busi- 
ness with them until such time as this suit was 
settled. I told them that we had a contract with 
the Buck Stove and Range Cone ny to take a 
certain number of stoves hey suggested 
that possibly we could get out of that contract if 
we wanted to. I told them we did not do that sort 
of business.”’ 

Templeton, secretary of the plaintiff, testifies 
that it had contracts with the Schunk-Marquardt 
Hardware Co., above referred to, and identifies 
numerous others in the like situation who have 
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been forced to sever their relations with the plain- 
tiff. The method of reports required by the 
Federation itself is prolific of evidence showing 
the results of its efforts, as follows: 

In the annual convention of the Federation of 
1907 it was— 

‘*Resolved, That each central body affiliated 
with the A. F. of L. be and is hereby requested 
to appoint a committee who shall conduct and 
manage a ‘campaign of education’ among the 
membership affiliated with their central body, as 
well as dealers in stoves and ranges in their local- 
ity and thoroughly inform them of the entire facts 
of the dispute between the Metal Polishers, Buffers, 
Platers, Brass and Silver Workers’ Union of North 
America, the Brotherhood of Foundry Employees, 
also as to the attitude of J. W. Van Cleave and the 
Manufacturers’ Association towards organized 
labor. Be it further— 

Resolved, That all said committee shall report 
on the first of each month to the officers of the 
A. F. of L. the progress of the ‘campaign of edu- 
cation’ together with a complete list of all dealers 
in their locality who are handling and selling the 
product of the Buck Stove and Range Company. 
Be it further— 

Resolved, That all commissioned organizers of 
the A. F. of L. shall report on the first of each 
month to the officers of the A. F. of L., the prog- 
ress made in this ‘campaign of education’ by the 
different committees of the different central bodies 
in their respective districts, and also render such 
aid to all committees as lay in their power.” 
(Resolution 49.) 

A special committee reported to this convention 
as follows: 

‘Referring to Resolution No. 49, hereto attached 
by delegates A. B. Grout, and James J. Dardis 

relative to a ‘campaign of education’ we 
fully agree with the purpose of the resolution but 
recommend that the details and manner of carry- 
ing out the spirit and object of the resolution be 
left in the hands of the President and Executive 
Council.’’ 

The report of the committee was concurred in. 

Extract from the report of the Committee on 
‘* Boycotts’’ to the same convention: 

‘*We Don’t Patronize List.’’ 

‘*We desire to call your attention to the action 
of the Minneapolis, Minn., convention on this im- 
portant matter, and particularly to the recom- 
mendations thereon as concurred in by that con- 
vention. Conditions have not been materially 
changed since that time, and we therefore recom- 
andl thet the Executive Council be instructed to 
remove from the ‘‘We Don’t Patronize List” the 
names of firms in all instances wherein the Exec- 
utive Council has knowledge that the national or 
international union responsible for the boycott 
are not aggressively pushing the same. We fee! 
that the boycott should only be resorted to after 
all efforts at adjustment have failed, but when in- 
stituted by national, international, ‘State, or cen- 
tral bodies it should be made so effective that 
speedy agreement between the international 
union ‘jum will follow.” 

The convention was followed by this, amongst 
other things: 

‘The Buck’s Stove Boycott.’’ 

“Official statement by the president of the Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor concerning Mr. Van 
Cleave’s Buck’s Stove and Range Company.” 
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“Every LABor UNION CALLED UPON TO ACT IN THE 
MATTER. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., Nov. 26, 1907. 
To All Organized Labor and Friends: 

“You undoubtedly are aware of the fact that 
the interests of the foundry employes and metal 
polishers have been greatly injured on account 
of the hostile action of the Buck’s Stove and 
Range Co., of St. Louis, of which Mr. Van 
Cleave is president, and he is also president of 
the National Association of Manufacturers. 

“As you are well aware, so inimical to the 
welfare of labor was the FPuck’s Stove and 
Range Co.’s management that the organization 
concerned felt obliged to declare the product 
of that company unfair. The workmen’s organi- 
zation appealed to the American Federation of 
Labor to indorse its action. After due investi- 
gation that indorsement was given and is still 
further affirmed. The circumstances leading to 
this action are so widely known that they need 
not be here recounted. 

“Mr. Van Cleave, for the Buck’s Stove and 
Range Company, brought suit against the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor and its executive 
council and has petitioned the court for an in- 
junction to prohibit the American Federation of 
Labor from in any way advising organized la- 
bor and its friends of the fact that the Buck’s 
Stove and Range Co. is unfair to its employes 
and for that reason its name is published upon 
the American Federation of Labor ‘We Don’t 
Patronize List.’ 


“The Court will soon give a decision on the 
legal issue which has been raised. We shall 
continue to maintain that we have the right to 
publish the name of the Buck’s Stove and Range 


Co. upon the ‘We Don’t Patronize List.’ Should 
we be enjoined by the court from doing so, the 
merits of the case will not be altered nor can 
any court’s decision take from any man the 
right to bestow his patronage where he pleases. 

“Mr. Van Cleave, president of the Buck’s 
Stove and Range Co., also president of the Na- 
tional Association of Manufacturers is raising 
a war fund of $1,500,000 to crush organized 
labor. You already know the attempts that 
have been made with a part of that money to 
assassinate the characters of the active men 
in the labor movement, to corrupt them and buy 
them over, much of which was exposed at the 
recent Norfolk convention of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor and more of which will be pub- 
lished in a pamphlet about to be issued. 

“Bear in mind that you have a right to decide 
how your money shall be expended. 

“You may or may not buy the products of the 
Bucks’ Stove and Range Company. 

“There is no law or edict of court that can 
compel you to buy a Buck’s stove or range. 

“You can not be prohibited from informing 
your friends and sympathizers of the reason 
why you exercise this right. You have also the 
right to inform business men handling the Buck’s 
Stove and Range Company’s products of its un- 
fair attitude toward its employes and ask them 
to give their sympatny and aid in influencing 
the Buck’s Stove and Range Company to deal 
fairly with its employes and come to an hon- 
orable agreement with the union primarily at 
interest. 


“It would be well for you as central bodies, 
local unions and individual members of Organ- 
ized Labor and sympathizers, to call on busi- 
ness men in your respective localities, urge their 
sympathetic co-operation and ask them to write 
to the Buck’s Stove and Range Company, of St. 
Louis, urging it to make an honorable adjust- 
ment of its relations with Organized Labor. 

“Act energetically and at once. Report the 
result of your effort to the undersigned. 

“Sam’L GOMPERS, 
Attest: President A. F. of L. 
FRANK Morrison, Secretary. 
By order of the Executive Council of the Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor.” 

Each issue of the American Federationist for 
the months of June, July, August, September, 
October, November, and December, 1901, and 
January, March, April, and May, 1902, contained 
a heading, “What Our Organizers are Doing 
from the Atlantic to tne Pacific,” with the fol- 
lowing explanation, “Under this head is pre- 
sented to our readers the latest, most accurate, 
direct and comprehensive news of industrial or- 
ganization throughout the country for tne past 
month. No magazine in this or any other coun- 
try publishes so unique a report or employs so 
large a staff of newsgatherers. We have eight 
hundred volunteer organizers continually giv- 
ing their services to foster and promote the Or- 
ganization of wage-workers into Unions. A con- 
densed report of their work is given in these 
columns. These organizers are themselves men 
of the factory, mine and mill. They participate 
in the struggles of our wageworkers for better 
conditions, help to win victories, aid in securing 
legislation—in short, do the thousand and one 
things that go to round out the practical labor 
movement. The method of collecting this in- 
formation is simplicity itself. Early in the 
month each organizer receives from the head- 
quarters of the American Federation of Labor 
a blank form, upon which the report is to be 
written, with a stamped return envelope. The 
summary given in the following pages indicates 
how prompt and full are the replies and how 
remarkable is the activity in the trade union 
movement in all parts of the country.” 

In these eleven issues appear 205 distinct and 
separate reports emanating from all the terri- 
tory of the United States comprised between 
Maine upon the northeast, Oregon upon the 
northwest, Florida upon the southeast, and 
Texas on the southwest, from which the follow- 
ing are taken at random and to which all are 
of similar import: 

“Oklahoma, Okla. Territory. 

“Organizers report ‘All American Federation 
of Labor boycotts are being pushed.’” 

“Jamestown, New York. 

“Organizer H. S. Whiteman reports: ‘We have 
followed the suggestion of President Gompers, 
and all boycotts are published every week in our 
Union Advocate.’ ” 

“Clinton, Iowa. 

“Organizer G. C. Campbell reports:‘All Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor boycotts are being sys- 
tematically pushed and we have succeeded in 
suppressing the sale of Queen Quality Shoes.’” 

“Tampa and vicinity, Florida. 

“Organizer C. A. Winsett reports: ‘The Trades 
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Assembly has decided to push the boycott 
against the New York Sun, and will refuse to 
purchase anything advertised in its columns.’” 

The system was thus well developed in 1902; 
and had grown until in 1906, Gompers, presi- 
dent, reported to the Annual Convention of that 
year that 
“there were more than 1,200 organizers repre- 
senting every State in the Union directly com- 
missioned by the American Federation of Labor. 
* * * There are published now 185 official 
journals issued monthly or oftener by Interna- 
tional Unions, and 179 weekly labor papers, 
nearly all devoted to the defense and advocacy 
of labors’ interests, nearly all of which are 
stoutly espousing the trade union movement 
and the American Federation of Labor.” 

Such is a meager portrayal of the status at 
the time of the preliminary injunction; such the 
procession of evils which it sought to reach and 
to arrest awhile, until the merits of the con- 
troversy could be judicially ascertained, accord- 
ing to due process of the law of the land; its 
sketching though tedious and laborious has 
seemed essential here, in order to an under- 
standing of the relationship which the doings 
and contrivances of the respondents subsequent 
to the injunction, bear to the execution of the 
pre-established interdiction and the uninter- 
rupted consummation of its ends. 

What word suffices to describe the picture; 
need one be chosen? Of what moment that any 
should? What one word boasts the power? 


The uttermost speech of human kind is barren 
of term or synonym which measures to the 
task. 

Then dissertation over the philological import 


of “boycott” is not proposed; rather, deliber- 
ately laid aside; lest the enormities of fact be 
blanketed by terms, and the conclusions de- 
duced from them hereafter, be sought to be 
juggled from their true foundation by some 
empty warfare over words; whoso discovers the 
foredescribed enterprise to run along with his 
own conception of “boycott,” as well as he of 
sensibility so refined as to be agitated at the 
association of such doings with so gross a term, 
will be conscious of no conflict against their 
respective opinions on the point. 

And so with “conspiracy”; a word held ever 
in poor repute by those to whose joint projects 
it deserves to be applied; agreements compass- 
ing lawful purposes the law calls “contracts”; 
to distinguish them from agreements compass- 
ing unlawful purposes, the law terms the latter 
“conspiracies”; there is no other difference; and 
in either case, whether the agreement be ex- 
pressed in distinct and definite form, or exists 
only in a mutual, co-operative understanding. 

Prior to the enactment of the “Sherman Act,” 
by the Congress of the United States, it was at 
Common Law a crime for two or more persons 
to combine for the purpose of consummating 
an unlawful act, whether that unlawful act was 
the ultimate object of the combination or 
whether the unlawful act was but a step to the 
achievement of an utlimate lawful design; were 
an unlawful act anywhere projected in the 
agreement the crime was complete in the mere 
agreement itself, although no steps were ever 
taken toward its execution and although its 


ultimate purpose was good. That an individua! 
should pay his debts was commendable; but an 
agreement to attain that desirable end through 
the method of beating him over the head, was 
a crime; and yet “unlawful acts,” are not only 
those which are so grievously unlawful as to 
be public crimes; a violation of any civil right 
of another is none the less “unlawful” because 
it happens to be less than a crime. 

When persons enter into a “contract” their 
status with respect to each other and the bal- 
ance of mankind is straightway altered; each 
is vested with rights which he did not have be- 
fore, in that each is entitled from the other 
to the performance of the obligations of that 
contract; the right to the performance of these 
obligations the balance of mankind are re- 
quired to respect; not even the law making 
power of all the States of the Union sever- 
ally assembled is potent to deprive either by 
even a jot or tittle and with these obligations 
cannot interfere; for in the Constitution is it 
written, “No State shall * * * pass any law 
impairing the obligation of contracts.” When 
came Labor Unions to be of greater power and 
majesty than these? The breach of a con- 
tract by a party to it being “unlawful” (not un- 
lawful in the sense of criminality, but unlawful 
in the sense of a violation of the “civil” right 
to its performance), the act of a third person 
in persuading him into the breach is equally 
“unlawful”; and if a combination of two or 
more persons contemplates the breach of a con- 
tract through even the persuasion of a party 
to the contract, the combination comprises an 
“unlawful act” and the combination alone and 
in itself is a common law crime. 

Second. A business, be it mercantile, manu- 
facturing or other, wnich has for a long time 
been successfully operated and developed pos- 
sesses a greater value than a like business newly 
launched, although the latter be exactly equiva- 
lent in respect of stock, equipment, monies and 
all other physical possessions; the basis of the 
excess in value of the one over the other is 
termed the “good will; it is the advantage 
which exists in established trade relations with 
not only habitual customers but with the trad- 
ing public generally; the advantage of an es- 
tablished public repute for punctuality in deal- 
ing, or superior excellence of goods or product; 
finally, in last analysis, a “good will,” when it 
exists is one return for the expenditure of 
time, money, energy, and effort, in develop- 
ment; it is a thing of value in the sense that 
it is a subject of bargain and sale; oft times 
of a value which exceeds that of all physical 
assets taken together; in that it may possess 
exchange value, it may be “property”; when it 
does possess “exchange value,” property it is; 
and a combination for the purpose of destroy- 
ing it is for an “unlawful act,” whether you 
call the combination a “Labor Union” or a 
“Trust.” There is no room here for confusion 
with cases of business competition between 
individuals, or individual firms; competition 
gives to the public the advantage of choice, 
and thereby conduces to the public advantage by 
stimulating a betterment of product; elimina- 
tion either promotes moncpoly or drives utterly 
from the markets and from the reach of the 
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public a product which rerchance may be gen- 
erally necessary or universally desired; these 
ends an individual single handed is impotent 
to achieve, but a combination if sufficiently far- 
reaching may bring them readily to pass; there- 
in is the combination unlawful, while the single- 
handed project of an individual is not. 

Third. Congress has seen fit to enact (1 Sup., 
762): 

ak Act to protect trade and commerce 
against unlawful restraints and monopolies. 

“Sec, 1. Every contract, combination in the 
form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy in 
restraint of trade or commerce among the sev- 
eral States, or with foreign nations, is hereby 
declared to be illegal. 

“Every person who shall make any such 
contract or engage in any such combination or 
conspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and, on conviction thereof shall be 
punished by fine not exceeding five thousand 
dollars, or by imprisonment not exceeding one 
year, or by botn said punishments in the dis- 
cretion of the court.” 

The plaintiff's trade was “among the several 
States”; its product an article of “commerce” 
among them; the confederation of the various 
defendants was a “conspiracy” in restraint of 
both (Loewe v. Lawlor, 205 U. S., 274), although 
if fault with that word is found, it may be laid 
aside and “combination” substituted; for re- 
specting the case here it is all one. 

From the foregoing it ought to seem appar- 
ent to thoughtful men that the defendants to 
the bill, each and all of them have combined 
together for the purpose of— 

1. Bringing about the breach of plaintiff's 
existing contracts with others; 

2. Depriving plaintiff of property (the value 
of the good will of its business) without due 
process of law; 

8. Restraining trade among the several 
States; 

4. Restraining commerce among the several 
States. 

And if either conclusion 1 or 2 is accurate, 
are guilty of the Common Law crime, “con- 
spiracy”; if either conclusion 3 or 4 is accurate, 
guilty of the crime defined by the statute; there 
is in my judgment no escape from either con- 
clusion of the four; under either aspect of the 
matter their ultimate purpose is unlawful, their 
concerted project an offense against the law, 
and they are guilty of crime. 

It was to stay the unlawful impairment of 
the plaintiff’s contracts; stay the destruction of 
the value of its business “good will’; stay the 
restraint of trade among the several States; stay 
the restraint of commerce among them and pre- 
serve an existing status until the case could 
finally be heard, that the injunction was de- 
signed; in so far as the devices and instrumen- 
talities employed by the plot were numerous 
and elaborate, the plot itself was responsible for 
the extent to which the injunction must pro- 
ceed to those details if it would reach plot and 
plotters. Here is the injunction order: 

“This cause coming on to be heard upon the 
petition of the complainant for an injunction 
pendente lite as prayed in the bill, and the de- 
fendants’ return to the rule to show cause issued 


upon the said petition, having been argued by 
the solicitors for the respective parties, and 
duly considered, it is thereupon by the court, 
this 18th day of December, A. D. 1907, ordered 
that the defendants, The American Federation 
of Labor, Samuel Gompers, Frank Morrison, 
John B. Lennon, James Duncan, John Mitchell, 
James O’Connell, Max Morris, Denis A. Hayes, 
Daniel J. Keefe, William D. Huber, Joseph F. 
Valentine, Rodney L. Thixton, Clinton O. Buck- 
ingham, Herman C. Poppe, Arthur J. Williams, 
Samuei R. Cooper and Edward L. Hickman, 
their and each of their agents, servants, at- 
torneys, confederates, and any and all persons 
acting in said aid of or in conjunction with 
them or any of them be, and they hereby are, 
restrained and enjoined until the final decree 
in said cause from conspiring, agreeing or com- 
bining in any manner to restrain, obstruct or 
destroy the business of the complainant, or to 
prevent the complainant from carrying on the 
same without interference from them or any of 
them, and from interfering in any manner with 
the sale of the product of the complainant’s fac- 
tory or business by defendants, or by any other 
person, firm or corporation, and from declaring 
or threatening any boycott against the com- 
plainant, or its business, or the product of its 
factory, or against any person, firm or corpora- 
tion engaged in handling or selling the said 
product, and from abetting, aiding or assisting 
in any such boycott, and from printing, issuing, 
publishing, or distributing through the mails, 
or in any other manner any copy or copies of 
the American Federationist, or any other print- 
ed or written newspapers, magazine, circular, 
letter or other document or instrument what- 
sover, which shall contain or in any manner re- 
fer to the name of the complainant, its business 
or its product in the ‘We Don’t Patronize,’ or 
the ‘Unfair’ list of the defendants, or any of 
them, their agents, servants, attorneys, con- 
federates, or other person or persons acting in 
aid of or in conjunction with them or which 
contains any reference to the complainant, its 
business or product in connection with the term 
‘Unfair’ or with the ‘We Don’t Patronize’ list, 
or with any other phrase, word or words of 
similar import, and from publishing or other- 
wise circulating, whether in writing or orally, 
any statement, or notice, of any kind or char- 
acter whatsoever, calling attention to the com- 
plainant’s customers, or of dealers or tradesmen, 
or the public, to any boycott against the com- 
plainant, its busines or its product, or that the 
same are, or were, or have been declared to be 
‘Unfair,’ or that it should not be purchased or 
dealt in or handled by any dealer, tradesmen, or 
other person whomsoever, or by the public, or any 
representation or statement of like effect or im- 
port, for the purpose of, or tending to, any 
injury to or interference with the complainant’s 
business, or with the free and unrestricted sale 
of its product, or of coercing or inducing any 
dealer, person, firm or corporation, or the pub- 
lic, not to purchase, use, buy, trade in, deal in, 
or have in possession stoves, ranges, heating 
apparatus, or other product of the complainant, 
and from threatening or intimidating any per- 
son or persons whomsoever from buying, selling, 
or otherwise dealing in the complainant’s prod- 





114 


uct, either directly, or through orders, directions 
or suggestions to committees, associations, offi- 
cers, agents, or others, -for the performance 
of any such acts or threats as hereinabove 
specified and from in any manner whatsoever 
impeding, obstructing, interfering with or re- 
straining the complainant’s business, trade or 
commerce, whether in the State of Missouri, or 
in other States and Territories of the United 
States, or elsewhere wheresoever, and from so- 
liciting, directing, aiding, assisting or abetting 
any person or persons, company or corporation 
to do or cause to be done any of the acts or 
things aforesaid. 

“And it is further ordered by the court that 
this order shall be in full force, obligatory and 
binding upon the said defendants and each of 
them, and their said officers, members, agents, 
servants, attorneys, confederates, and all per- 
sons acting in aid of or in conjunction with 
them, upon the service of a copy thereof upon 
them or their solicitors or solicitor of record 
in this cause; Provided, the complainant shall 
first execute and file in this cause, with a surety 
or sureties to be approved by the court or one 
of the justices thereof, an undertaking to make 
good to the defendants all damage by them suf- 
fered or sustained by reason of wrongfully and 
inequitably suing out this injunction, and stipu- 
lating that the damages may be ascertained in 
such manner as the justice of this court shall 
direct, and that, on dissolving the injunction, 
he may give judgment thereon against the prin- 
cipal and sureties for said damages in the de- 
cree itself dissolving the injunction.” 

That Gompers and others had in advance of 
the injunction determined to viclate it if is- 
sued, and had in advance of the injunction 
counseled all members of Labor Unions and 
of the American Federation of Labor and the 
public generally to violate it in case it should 
be issued appears from the following, which 
references point out also the general plan and 
mutual understanding of the organizations and 
their various members: 


PRE-DETERMINATION TO VIOLATE. 


Extract from Report of the Proceedings of the 
Convention of the American Federation of 
Labor, 1906, page 14: 

“Report of Samuel Gompers, President. 


Criry CENTRAL BopiES—THEIR IMPORTANCE AND 
Dury. 

* * * “Our international trade unions and 
the American Federation of Labor are depen- 
dent upon local central bodies to carry out the 
program or policy decreed by the general labor 
movement. * * * but the practical assistance 
they can and do render the labor movement in 
executing the plans devised for the protection 
and yromotion of the interests and rights of 
the toiling masses is incalculable. They are not 
only the local municipal council of industry 
dealing with sociological problems, but they are 
also the concrete power to enforce and execute 
within the jurisdiction of their existence the 
judgment of the highest court in the realms of 
labor of America, the American Federation of 
Labor. * * 

“When, nite Sg the final word has been 
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spoken by the court of last resort of labor, 
composed of the representatives of the intelli 
gent organized wage-earners of America, to 
these at least conformity by our central bodies 
is essential to the safety and the well being 
of the labor movement. * 

“It is gratifying to be in a iiiitie to report 
that there is a constantly increasing manifes- 
tation of loyalty and faithful adherence by our 
central bodies to the general trend, policy, de- 
cisions and laws of the American Federation of 
Labor, but the greatest good cannot be accom- 
plished nor the largest degree of success 
achieved so long as there is even one central 
body which for any reason hampers or blocks 
the consummation of the attainment of the 
common concert of action.” 

Extract from Report of Proceedings of Con- 
vention of American Federation of Labor, 1897: 

“Report of Samuel Gompers, President. 

“Boycotts and Court Decisions.” 

“Recently one of the branches of the Federal 
Courts decided by a majority vote that the 
BorcorT is illegal.” * 

“* * * we should eats the change of any 
law which curbs the privilege and the right of 
the workers to exercise their normal and natu- 
ral preferences. In the meantime we should 
proceed as we have of old, and wherever a court 
shall issue an injunction restraining any of 
our fellow workers from placing a concern 
hostile to labor’s interests on our UNFAIR list; 
enjoining the workers from issuing notices of 
this character, the further suggestion is made 
that upon any letter or circular issued upon a 
matter of this character, after stating the name 
of the UNFAIR firm and the grievance complained 
of, the words ‘We have been enjoined by the 
courts from boycotting this concern’ could be 
added with advantage.” 

In his report as president, to the 1907 Con- 
vention of the American Federation of Labor, 
he stated: 

“IN THE MEANTIME WE SHOULD PROCEED AS WE 
HAVE OF OLD, and wherever a court shall issue 
an injunction restraining any of our fellow 
workers from placing a concern hostile to la- 
bor’s interest on our UNFAIR list; enjoining the 
workers from issuing notices of this character, 
the further suggestion is made that upon any 
letter or circular issued upon a matter of this 
character, after stating the name of the unfair 
firm and the grievance complained of, the words 
‘We have been enjoined by the courts from boy- 
cotting this concern’ could be added with ad- 
vantage.” 

And when on the stand as a witness in this 
cause, on January 30, 1908, his attention was 
called to that portion of his report, he replied 
in respect to it: 

“Q. Have you ever recalled that suggestion? 

“A. No, sir; I would rather reaffirm it.” 

In the November, i302, number of the Federa- 
tionist, in its editorial columns, he printed and 
published: 

“We beg to say plainly and distinctly to Mr. 
Merritt and fellow sympathizers THAT THE AMER- 
ICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR WILL NEVER ABANDON 
THE BoycoTT, and that the threats against the 
Federation are idle, impotent and impudent.” 

A day or two after the filing of the bill herein 
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he publicly stated in an interview with three 
representatives of prominent newspapers: 

“When it comes to a choice between surren- 
dering my rights as a free American citizen or 
violating the injunction of the courts, I do not 
hesitate tc say that I shall exercise my rights as 
between the two.” 

On September 5, 1907, at the Jamestown Ex- 
position, in the course of a Labor Day speech, 
delivered as a public address, he said: 

“An injunction is now being sought from the 
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia 
against myself and my colleagues of the Ex- 
ecutive Council of the American Federation of 
Labor. It seeks to enjoin us from doing per- 
fectly lawful acts; to deprive us of our lawful 
and constitutional rights. So far as I am con- 
cerned, let me say that never have I, nor éver 
will I, violate a law. I desire it to be clearly 
understood that when any court undeftakes 
without warrant of law by the injunction pro- 
cess to deprive me of my personal rights and 
my personal liberty guaranteed by the Consti- 
tution, I shall have no hesitancy in asserting 
and exercising those rights.” 

In the October, 1907, issue of the Federation- 
ist he published the same at length in the edi- 
torial columns, and in the same columns of the 
same number stated: 

“So long as the right of free speech and free 
press obtains, we shall publish the truth in re- 
gard to all matters. If any person or associa- 
tion challenges the accuracy of any of our state- 
ments, we are willing to meet him or them in 
the courts and defend ourselves. So long as we 
do not print anything which is libelous and se- 
ditious, we propose to maintain our rights and 
exercise liberty of speech and liberty of the 
press. If for any reason, at any time, the name 
of the Buck’s Stove and Range Company does 
not appear upon the ‘We Don’t Patronize’ list 

-of the American Federationist (unless that 

company becomes fair in its dealings toward 
Labor), all will understand that the right of 
free speech and free press are denied us; but 
even then this will not deprive us, or our fellow 
workmen and those who sympathize with our 
cause, from exercising their lawful right and 
privilege of withholding their patronage from 
the Van Cleave Company—The Buck’s Stove and 
Range Company of St. Louis. 

“So far as we are personally and officially 
concerned, we have fully stated our position in 
the American Federationist and elsewhere. 

“Do not fail to keep the Buck’s Stove and 
Range Company of St. Louis in mind and re- 
member that it is on the unfair list of organized 
labor of America.” 

In a colmun in the same issue headed “Edi- 
torial Notes,” he used the following language: 

“So labor must not use its patronage as it 
will—that is, if Van Cleave of Buck’s Stove and 
Range Company fame has his way. But what 
vested right has that company in the patronage 
of labor or of labor’s friends? It is their own 
to withhold or bestow as their interest or fancy 
may direct. 

“They have a lawful right to do as they wish, 
all the Van Cleaves, all the injunctions, all the 
fool or vicious opponents to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 


“Wonder whether Van Cleave will try for 
an injunction compelling union men and their 
friends to buy the Buck’s Stove and Range 
Company's unfair product? 

“Until a law is passed making it compulsory 
upon labor men to buy Van Cleave’s stoves we 
need not by them, we won’t buy them and we 
will pefsuade other fair-minded, sympathetic 
friends to co-operate with us and leave the 
blamed things alone. 

“Go to with your injunctions.” 

(He has taken an oath in this case here, that 
he did not mean “Go to hell with your injunc- 
tions.’’) 

“The Buck’s Stove and Range Company of 
St. Louis (of which Mr. Van Cleave is presi- 
dent) will continue to be regarded and treated 
as unfair until it comes to an honorable agree- 
ment with organized labor. And this, too, 
whether or not it appears on the ‘We Don’t 
Patronize’ list.” 

After the motion for the injunction had been 
heard and submitted to the Court, and pending 
its decision there were prepared, published and 
despatched to each secretary of the 25,000 or 
30,000 unions an “Urgent Appeal” for funds, ac- 
companied by a circular letter signed by Gom- 
pers and Morrison as “President” and “Secre- 
tary” respectively, which contained: 

“The Court will soon give a decision on the 
legal issue which has been raised. We shall 
continue to maintain that we have the right 
to publish the name of the Buck’s Stove & 
Range Company upon the ‘We Don’t Patronize 
List.’ Should we be enjoined by the Court from 
doing so, the merits of the case will not be 
altered nor can any court decision take from 
any man the right to bestow his patronage 
where he pleases. 

“Bear in mind that you have a RIGHT to DE- 
CIDE how YOUR MONEY SHALL BE EXPENDED. 

“You may or may nor buy the products of 
The Buck’s Stove & Range Company. 

“There is no law or edict of court that can 
compel you to buy a Buck’s Stove or Range. 


“You cannot be prohibited from informing 
your friends and sympathizers of the reason 
why you exercise this right. You have also the 
right to inform business men handling the 
Buck’s Stove & Range Company’s products of 
its unfair attitude toward its employees and 
ask them to give their sympathy and aid in 
influencing the Buck’s Stove & Range Com- 
pany to deal fairly with its employees and come 
to an honorable agreement with the Union pri- 
marily at interest. 

“It would be well for you as central bodies, 
local unions and individual members of organ- 
ized labor and sympathizers to call on business 
men in your respective localities, urge their 
sympathetic co-operation and ask them to write 
to The Buck’s Stove & Range Company of St. 
Louis, urging it to make an honorable adjust- 
ment of its relations with organized labor. Act 
energetically and act at once. Report the re- 
sult of your effort to the undersigned.” 

After the injunction issued the effect of the 
suggestions thus made, the counsel thus given 
blazed through the labor press over the land 
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in the manner of the following fac-simile re- 
productions: 


One Way of Doing It! 


“Here is one way of announcing a recent 
court decision, taken from the Galesburg ‘Labor 
News’: 

“Tt is unlawful for the American Federation 


of Labor to 
BOYCOTT 


Buck Stoves and Ranges 
“‘Justice Gould in the Equity Court of the 
District of Columbia, on December 17th, handed 
down a decision granting the company a tem- 
porary injunction preventing the Federation 
from publishing this firm as 


UNFAIR 
To Organized Labor 


“‘The above could hardly be construed to 
conflict with the law, since it is a statement of 


facts.’ ” 
Tire Labor Journal (Rochester, N. Y.), Janu- 


ary 10, 1908. 


ANNOUNCEMENT 


“It is unlawful for the American Federation 
of Labor and its members and sympathizers to 


BOYCOTT 


The Buck's Stove and Range Co. 


“Justice Gould in the Equity Court of the 
District of Columbia, on December 17th, handed 
down a decision granting the company a tem- 


porary injunction preventing the Federation 
from publishing the fact that the 


Buck's Stove & ‘ange Co. 


is on the 


Unfair List of Organized Labor 


Springfield (Missouri) Tradesman, January 
18, 1908. 


ANNOUNCEMENT 


“It is unlawful for the American Federation of 
Labor and its members and sympathizers to 


BOYCOTT 
The Buck's Stove & Range Co. 


“Justice Gould in the Equity Court of the 
District of Columbia, on December 17th, handed 
down a decision granting the company a tem- 
porary injunction preventing the Federation 
from publisning the fact that the 


Buck's Stove & Range Co. 


is on the 


Unfair List of Organized Labor. 


St. Louis has 45,599 Union Members. 
St. Louis Labor, January 18, 1908.” 


AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST 


BOYCOTT BUCK’S STOVES AND 
RANGES 


“Justice Gould, in the Equity Court of the 
District of Columbia, on Dec. 17, handed down 
a decision granting the company a temporary 
injunction preventing the Federation from pub- 
lishing this firm as 


UNFAIR TO ORGANIZED LABOR. 


“(This is not in conflict with the injunction, 
but a statement of fact.) 

The Cleveland (Ohio) Citizen, January 18, 
1908.” 


SINCE THE INJUNCTION. 

Having in mind what may be in the foregoing 
delineation which indicates that either of the 
three respondents did before the issuance of 
the injunction deliberately determine to wil- 
fully violate it and did counsel others to do the 
same, let me now turn to their sayings and 
doings since the decision of Mr. Justice Gould 
was formally announced, and the order of in- 
junction itself put into technical operation by 
the giving of the injunction bond. On Decem- 
ber 17, 1907, the opinion of the Court was filed 
in the case; the order of injunction was entered 
on December 18th; the giving of the undertak- 
ing required by it was consummated on Decem- 
ber 23rd, and I am disposed now to look at the 
separate conduct of each respondent with a view 
of recording his individual responsibility in suf- 
ficient detail. 

GOMPERS. 

He testified that the January number of the 
American Federationist, edited by him as Presi- 
dent of the American Federation of Labor, still 
contained the name of the plaintiff upon its “un- 
fair list,” and contained also the following: 

“A limited number of the American Federa- 
tionist for 1907, bound in two volumes, may be 
had on application to this office. The 1907 vol- 
umes are bound in the same style as the pre- 
ceding years. 

“The official printed proceedings of the Nor- 
folk convention of the A. F. of L are now ready 
and can be had upon applicatica by mail, 25 
cents per single copy, $20 per hundred. Postage 
prepaid by the A. F. of L.” 

The said proceedings of the Norfolk conven- 
tion contain, at page 91, the name cs? peti- 
tioner as being on the ‘Unfaii’ list of the 
American Federation of Labor. 

He testifies that more than 10,000 copies were 
hurriedly printed in Washington: 

“Q. When were they received? 

“A. About December 20th or 21st. 

“Q. That is, they were received from 
printer about December 20th or 21st? 

“A. About that; I am not sure as to the date, 
but I made it a special purpose to get it out a 
day or two earlier, and if that is the purpose of 
your question, I will tell you. 

“Q. What is it? 

“A. It was to issue the American Federa- 
tionist before the undertaking had been made, 
so as to make the injunction of Justice Gould 
effective. 

“Q. You knew at the time the order had been 
made? 


the 

















“A. Yes, sir... 

“Q. Were these 10, 000 copies distributed? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. From the office? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. In what way? 

“A. Through the mails, 
through direct purchases. . 

“Q. Have you Unions in California? 

“A, Affiliated? 

“Q. Yes. 

“A. We have local unions affiliated to Inter- 
national Unions. 

“Q. Yes; and to whom these were sent? 

“A. Yes, sir; but I suppose they were in 
transit. 

“Q. That they would be in transit on the 
23rd? 

“A. More than likely, sir. I did not give it 
a thought, but I suppose so now you ask me the 
question. I never gave it a thought. 

“Q. At the time you sent these out through 
the mails you supposed they would be in tran- 
sit? 

“A. I did not suppose anything of the kind. 
I did not give the matter a thought as to 
whether it was California, or Kalamazoo, or 
the District of Columbia.” 

In this he over-reached himself; for the mails 
were his agents, chosen by him as the medium 
for delivery to distant points; and if, after the 
injunction became operative he violated it 
through the instrumentality of his own hands 
or through the instrumentality of another me- 
dium of his own preference, is all one. Had 
he carried the copies to California himself, what 
difference from sending another with his er- 
rand? 

In the February number of the 1908 Ameri- 
can Federationist he published over his own 
name a lengthy editorial concerning the order, 
which amongst other things stated: 

“With all due respect to the court, it is im- 
possible for us to see how we can comply with 
all the terms of this injunction,” and further 
stated there: 

“This injunction cannot compel union men 
or their friends to buy the Buck’s stoves and 
ranges. For this reason, the injunction will 
fail to bolster up the business of this firm, which 
it claims is so swiftly declining. 

“Individuals, as members of organized labor, 
will still exercise the right to buy or not to buy 
the Buck’s stoves and ranges. It is an exempli- 
fication of the saying that ‘You can lead a horse 
to water, but you can’t make him drink,’ and 
more than likely these men of organized labor 
and their friends will continue to exercise their 
right to purchase or not purchase the Buck’s 

_ Stoves and ranges.” 

On other pages of the same issue of the 
American Federationist he published the order 
itself at length prefacing it by a heading print- 
ed in larger type of which the following is a 
fac-simile, as far as the quotation goes: 


“ORDER GRANTING INJUNCTION. 


“In the official organ of the National Associa- 
tion of Manufacturers, one of the counsel for 
the Buck’s Stove and Range Company de- 


through carriers, 
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clares that punishment for violation of the 
injunction issued by Justice Gould, against 
the American Federation of Labor, applies 
particularly to those within the territorial 
limits of the District of Columbia who vio- 
late the terms of the injunction. That those 
who violate the terms of the injunction in 
any other part of the country outside of the 
District of Columbia can be punished only 
when they thereafter come within the terri- 
torial limits ot the District of Columbia. 
Counsel for the American Federation of 
Labor assure us that this construction of the 
court’s order is accurate. 





THE INJUNCTION—BUCK’S STOVE AND RANGE 
CO. vs. AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR. 
“This cause coming on to be heard upon the 

petition of the complainant for an injunction 

pendente lite as prayed in the bill, and the 
defendant’s return to the rule to show cause 
issued upon the said petition, having been ar- 
gued by the solicitors for the respective parties, 
and duly considered, it is, thereupon by the 
court, this 18th day of December, A. D. 1907, 
ordered of the defendants, or any of them, their 
agents, servants, attorneys, confederates, or 
other person or persons acting in aid of or in 
conjunction with them or which contains any 
reference to the complainant, its business or 
product in connection with the term ‘Unfair’ or 
with the ‘We Don’t Patronize’ list, or with any 
other phrase, word or words of similar import, 
and from publishing or * * * * * * #” 

The evidence is so suggestful of a finding by 
the Court that this was for the purpose of in- 
ducing persons beyond the District of Colum- 
bia to violate the injunction and for the pur- 
pose of defeating it, that that finding is now 
made. 

In the March, 1908, number of the American 
Federationist he published in the editorial col- 
umns this: 

“It should be borne in mind that there is no 
law, aye, not even a court decision, compelling 
union men or their friends of labor to buy a 
Buck’s stove or range. No, not even to buy a 
Loewe hat.” 

In the April, 1908, number this: 

“The temporary injunction issued by Justice 
Gould, of the Court of Equity, of the District 
of Columbia, in the (Van Cleave) Buck’s Stove 
and Range Company of St. Louis against the 
American Federation of Labor, its officers and 
all others, has been made permanent. The case 
will now be carried to the Court of Appeals of 
the District of Columbia. 

“It should be borne in mind that there is no 
law, aye, not even a court decision, compelling 
union men or their friends of labor to buy a 
Buck’s stove or range. No, not even to buy 
a Loewe hat.” 

And in another column of that issue, this: 

“Bear in mind that an injunction issued by 
a court in no way compels labor or labor’s 
friends to buy the product of the Van Cleave 
Buck’s Stove and Range Company of St. Louis. 

“Fellow workers, be true and helpful to your- 
selves and to each other. Remember that united 


effort in cause of right and just must triumph.” 
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And in the course of a public address to a 
large gathering of working people in the city 
of New York on April 19, 1908, he said: 

“They tell us that we must not boycott. Well, 
if the boycott is illegal, we won’t boycott. But 
I have no knowledge that any law has been 
passed or any order issued by any court com- 
pelling us to buy, for instance, a range or a 
stove from the Buck’s Stove and Range Com- 
pany. You know that myself and several are 
enjoined from telling you, and we are not pre- 
pared to tell you, that the Buck’s Stove and 
Range Company is unfair. There are 2 number 
of men who have been having suit brought 
against them for two hundred and forty thou- 
sand dollars. That is not very much, between 
you and me; but a few hatters in Danbury, 
Connecticut, are being sued for saying that 
Loewe and Company, hat manufacturers, of 
Danbury, Connecticut, are unfair. I am not pre- 
pared to say that that is in violation—that 
they are unfair. 

“Of course, in the case of the Buck’s Stove 
and Range Company, if I told you that the 
Buck’s Stove and Range Company was still 
unfair, when I got back to Washington to- 
morrow, or some place where they say people 
play checkers with their noses—well, as I say, 
I am not prepared to tell you that these things 
are unfair. But there is no law, no court de- 
cision that compels you to buy them, nor does 
any law compel you to buy anything without 
the union label.” 

And in the editorial column of the May, 
1908, number of the American Federationist, 
under his own name, at page 383, the said 
Samuel Gompers published the following state- 
ment: 

“IT want to assure you on my word of honor 
that so long as I live I will never buy a Loewe 
hat or a Buck’s stove or range until these gen- 
tlemen come into agreement with organized 
labor and grant us conditions of fairness. Then 
they will get support and help. Until then, you 
may call it by any other name—boycott or no 
boycott—but I won’t buy your hats anyhow.” 

And in a public address delivered before a 
large gathering of working people on, to-wit: 
The first day of May, A. D. 1908, in the city 
of Chicago, Illinois, made the following state- 
ment: 

“IT might say just parenthetically about the 
hatters’ case that you are not now permitted to 
boycott the Loewe hats, but I want to call your 
attention to the fact that there is no law compell- 
ing you to wear a Loewe hat, nor has any judge 
issued a mandamus compelling you to buy a 
Loewe hat. That applies equally to Mr. Van 
Cleave’s stoves and ranges. And, by the way, I 
don’t know why you should buy any of that 
sort of stuff. I won’t; but that is a matter 
to which we can refer more particularly in our 
organizations.” 

And, thereafter, for the purpose of more 
widely disseminating the statement, published 
the same in the June, 1908, number of the 
American Federationist, at pages 467 and 468, 
and in the editorial column of the July, 1908, 
number of the American Federationist, at page 
531 thereof, over his own name: 

“The Supreme Court of the District of Colum- 
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bia has made permanent the injunction issued 
by Justice Gould enjoining the American Feder- 
ation of Labor, its officers, its affiliated unions 
and their members and friends from declaring 
that the Van Cleave Buck Stove and Rang: 
Company of St. Louis is on the unfair list of 
the American Federation of Labor or the pub 
lication of that statement in the American Fed 
erationist. An appeal will be taken to the Court 
of Appeals of the District of Columbia, and, i 
necessary, to the United States Supreme Court 
The injunction does not compel anyone to buy 
the Van Cleave Buck Stoves and Ranges, nor 
has any decree been issued compelling anyone 
to buy Loewe’s hats.” 

The Court finds from the evidence that all 
of which was said, all of which was done, all 
of which was published, all of which was cir- 
culated in wilful disobedience and deliberate 
violation of the injunction, and for the purpose 
of inciting and accomplishing the violation 
generally, and in pursuance of the original 
common design of himself and confederates, to 

1. Bring about the breach of plaintiff’s ex- 
isting contracts with others; 

2. Deprive plaintiff of |property (the good 
will of its business) without due process of 
law; 

3. Restrain trade among the several States; 

4. Restrain commerce among the _ several 
States. 

Since the filing of these very charges in con- 
tempt against him, in the September, 1908, Fed- 
erationist, Gompers published: 

. Money makes the mare go, and Mr. 
Van Cleave’s money is making this contempt 
case go. - But labor will rise in its might 
and crush Mr. Van Cleave and all his money 
that may work now or in the future for re- 
stricting labor in its fundamental rights of 
free speech and free press.” 

In that same number was the following in 
editorial: 

“We have also witnessed in the past year 
most serious judicial invasion and usurpation 
of individual liberty and human freedom by 
the abuse of the writ of injunction.” 

An attempt has been made by the 
abuse of the writ of injunction to deny and 
prohibit the freedom of speech and the freedom 
of the press; and men have been cited to show 
cause why they should not be punished purely 
for the right of free press and free speech— 
rights not only natural and inherent in them- 
selves, but guaranteed by the Constitution of 
our country, and. which our forefathers fought 
to save, and which a free people never dreamed 
would ever be placed in jeopardy.’ 

And in a public address in Indianapolis on 
September 29, 1908, said: 

. . I want to say this to you and to a!! 
that it may concern, that so long as I retain 
my health and my sanity, I am going to speak 
upon any subject on God’s green earth, and 2:8 
a citizen of this country and as editor of the 
American Federationist, the official monthly 
magazine of the American Federation of Labor, 
so long as I am endorsed by labor of the 


United States with the performance of duties 
of that office, I will discuss every subject whic! 
forms itself to my judgment as being just and 























right. . The injunction which Judge Taft 
issued while upon the bench is now the basis 
for the injunction against the American Fed- 
eration of Labor and its officers and the great 
rank and file of the labor organizations of the 
country, just as in issuing the injunction of 
the Buck Stove & stange Co. quoted Judge Taft 
injunction in support of his, Judge Gould’s, po- 
sition. Do you know that about two weeks ago 
John Mitchell, Frank Morrison, and I were 
three of us hailed to court to show cause why 
we should not be punished, why we should not 
be sent to jail for contempt of court. . I 
want to say to you that. if the injunction is 
strictly construed and enforced, | am in con- 
tempt of court again for telling you that, but 
I propose to discuss this thing, and I do not 
want to be in contempt of court, but I propose 
to discuss it. The injunction prohibits me from 
mentioning the above stove and range company 
in this case to anybody, either by word of mouth 
or by letter, or either in letter or circular or 
any way, but I can’t help that. I must discuss 
it. I will explode if I don’t, and I don’t want to 
go to jail but I prefer that to exploding. I 
don’t know what his honor, the judge, may do 
with Frank Morrison and John Mitchell 
ind I. The judge need not give any 
explanation as to why he finds that a man has 
not shown good cause, why he should not be 
punished for contempt of court. He issues the 
prescribed injunction to its extent; the hails to 
‘he court the man who he charges as having 
violated it, and then he sets the punishment as 
his judgment, his opinion. If he has had a 
good night he may be lenient with the culprit; 
if he has had a bad night, Lord pity the poor 
fellow; and I suppose good and bad nights are 
frequently controlled by good or bad evenings 
before the night.” 

In a public address delivered in Baltimore on 
October 26th, Gompers used the following lan- 
guage: 

“The injunction issued against me by Judge 
Gould was based on Judge Taft’s decisions. By 
that injunction I am restrained from talking to 
you about this case. No labor leader can men- 
tion it in speech or circular. I am enjoined 
from telling you I won’t buy a Buck’s stove or 
range. But I won’t buy one just the same. I 
am enjoined from telling you there is no law 
compelling you to buy one; but there isn’t such 
a iaw. 

“Because of this case I am on trial, and may 
have to go to jail. There is no fun in going to 
jail, and I don’t want to go; for no man would 
feel more keenly the sting of having his liberty 
restrained. But the whole world would be a 
harrow cage were I denied the freedom of 
speech. I say these things with a full con- 
ciousness of what the responsibility may be. 

it jail or no jail, I'm going to discuss the 
vineiples of liberty.” 

MorRISON. 

Frank Morrison is, and has been, Secretary 
of the American Federation of Labor, stationed 
a! its headquarters in Washington, and as such 


T: 


aypeared and took part in the proceedings of 
the annual conventions of the American Feder- 
ation of Labor. He was present at the annual 
took part in and was ac- 


nvention of 1897, 
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quainted with its proceedings and under its 
directions prepared, published and circulated 
the official r»port of its proceedings. 

He took part in the preparation, publication 
and distribution, having with full knowledge of 
its contents signed in his capacity as Secretary 
the circular letter of November 26, 1907, above 
quoted. 

With knowledge of its contents he aided in 
the preparation, circulation and distribution, 
prior to December 23, 1907. of the same copies 
of the January, 1908, number of the American 
lederationist that are hereinbefore specified 
against Gompers and with the same purpose 
and intent. 

He signed and took part in the preparation 


of and dispatched to each Secretary of the 
25,000 to 30,000 unions, along with the “Urgem 
Appeal,” the circular letter hereinbefore speci- 
fled agaist Gompers, with full knowledge of 
its contents and with the same purpose and 
intent. 


He took part in the preparation, 
circulation and distribution of the April, 1908, 
number of the American Federationist, with 
full knowledge of its contents as hereinbefore 
specified against Gompers and with the same 
purpose and intent. 

With knowledge and approval of the other 
writings and speakings hereinbefore specified 
against Gompers he took part in the circulation 
and distribution in large numbers of each and 
every issue of the Federationist containing 
them, as hereinbefore specified against Gompers 
and with the same purpose and intent. 

JOHN MITCHELL. 

John Mitchell is and was one of the Vice- 
Presidents of the American Federation of La- 
bor, one of the members of its Executive Coun- 
cil and until April, 1908, was President of the 
United Mine Workers of North America. 

The United Mine Workers of North America, 
an organization composed of approximately 2,- 
700 local unions and 300,000 members through- 
out the United States, was affiliated with the 
American Federation of Labor, and published 
an official newspaper called the American Mine 
Workers Journal. 

In a book called “Organized Labor, Its Prob- 
lems, Purposes and Ideals,” published in 1903 
by John Mitchell, he states: 

“Moreover, when an injunction, whether tem- 
porary or permanent, forbids the doing of a 
thing which is lawful, I believe that it is the 
duty of all patriotic and law abiding citizens to 
resist or at least to disregard the injunction.” 

On December 13, 1906, at a meeting of the 
National Civil Federation, Mitchell said: 

F “if a judge were to enjoin me from 
doing something that I had a legal, a constitu- 
tional and a moral right to do I should violate 
the injunction. I shall as one American pre- 
serve my liberty and the liberties of the people 
even against the usurpation of the Federal Ju- 
diciary.’ 
which may aid in determining whether an act 
in violation of this particular injunction was 
likely for him, and if had was wilful. 

He signed with full knowledge of its contents 
the “Urgent Appeal,” which accompanied the 
twenty-seven odd thousand circular letters to 


publication, 
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the various secretaries as hereinbefore specified 
against Gompers and Morrison; and with full 
knowledge of their contents, counseling their 
distribution; and with the same purpose and 
intent. 

On the 25th of January, 1908, at the Annual 
Convention of the United Mine Workers of 
America, Mitchell, its President, being in the 
chair, the following resolution was passed: 

“RESOLUTION No. 73. 

“Whereas, The Buck’s Stove and Range Com- 
pany, of St. Louis, Mo., have taken legal steps 
to prevent organized labor in general, and the 
officers and executive committee of the A. F. 
of L., in particular, from advertising the above 
named firm as being on the ‘unfair’ or ‘we don’t 
patronize’ list, and 

“Whereas, By the issue of such an injunction 
or restraining order as prayed for by the above 
named firm, organized labor will be deprived 
of one of its most effective weapons, and 

“Whereas, J. W. Van Cleave, the president of 
above named firm, also president of the National 
Manufacturers’ Association, stated that in a 
few years’ time he would disrupt organized la- 
bor; therefore, be it 

“Resolved, That the U. M. W. of A., in Nine- 
teenth Annual Convention assembled, place the 
Buck’s stoves and ranges on the unfair list, and 
any member of the U. M. W. of A. purchasing a 
stove of above make be fined $5.00, and failing 
to pay the same be expelled from the organiza- 
tion.” 

Mitchell testifies: 

“T cannot recall anything of the introduction 
of or passing of the resolution. By referring to 
the transcript of the record I see I was in the 
chair when the resolution was adopted. 

“Q. But you have no independent recollec- 
tion in regard to it? 

“A. I have not.” 

The official record of the convention shows 
that on that day two sessions were held; that 
when the convention was convened in the morn- 
ing Mitchell was ix the chair; that when it was 
called to order in the afternoon Mitchell was in 
the chair. The record shows Resolution No. 73 
at length; that Delegate Ryan, Secretary of the 
Committee on Resolutions, reported it from 
that committee; that on motion of Delegate 
Walker the recommendation of the committee 
was concurred in, the vote being unanimous. 
Mitchell admits the correctness of the state- 
ments of this record. 

Stroud testifies that he was a delegate from 
the Staunton Union, drew the resolution in 
Staunton, carried it to Indianapolis and handed 
it in to the Committee on Resolutions; that it 
was printed and a copy placed on the desks of 
all the members of the convention; that he was 
watching for it from a seat in the balcony near 
the stage; that he distinctly remembers that 
when it was offered before the convention by 
Ryan, that Ryan was on the platform ten or 
twelve feet from Mitchell, and read the resolu- 
tion in a “good, clear voice’; that he followed 
his printed copy as the resolution was read by 
Ryan to see if any change had been made; that 
Walker moved concurrence in the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee on Resolutions; that the 
motion was put without debate and was declared 













adopted; and that it is his impression that 
Mitchell “gave the closest attention to all the 
details of the convention so far as came within 
his scope.” 

Walker, who moved the adoption of the reso 
lution, says he believes Mitchell was in the 
chair; he says that he remembers making the 
motion; that he knows it was declared carried 
and that he “came away from there satisfied 
that it was carried all right.” 

Mitchell does not deny having heard the reso- 
lution; does not deny having put the resolution; 
does not deny having declared it carried; he 
says only, “I do not remember.” 

We accept his statement that he has forgot 
ten: but what of tnat? The fact that he under- 
took and discharged the duties of a presiding 
officer alone raises a presumption that he at- 
tended to the affairs of the assembly over which 
he was presiding; a presumption which no 
mere “non me recordo” is sufficiently weighty to 
overcome; moreover, the testimony of the 
others, the nature of the subject, the identity 
of the plaintiff and the then position of orgar- 
ized labor respecting it, and the publicity then 
given to the situation render it indubitable that 
Mitchell was fully conscious of the details of 
the resolution and wilfully took part in its 
passage at the time. 

On the 9th day of January, 1908, the reso- 
lution was printed in the United Mine Workers 
Journal, a8 Mitchell knew it would be, and by 
that organ alone disseminated amongst the 
300,000 members of the Association whose chief 
officer and head he was. 

In defense of the charges now at bar, neither 
apology nor extenuation is deemed fit to be 
embraced; no claim of unmeant contumacy is 
heard; persisting in contemptuous violation of 
the order, no defense is offered save these. 

That the injunction: 

“1. Infringed the constitutional guaranty of 
freedom of the press. 

“2. Infringed the constitutional guaranty of 
freedom of speech.” 

These defenses do not fill the measure of the 
case; the injunction was designed to stay the 
general conspiracy of which the publication of 
the “Unfair” and “We Don’t Patronize’’ lists 
were but incidents; the injunction interferes 
with no legitimate right of criticism or com- 
ment that law has ever sanctioned and the re- 
spondents’ intimation that it does so is a mock- 
ery and a pretense. 

Upon looking into them for examination there 
first puts forward, that while the Constitution 
ordains (Am. 1): “Congress shall make no law 
F abridging the freedom of speech, or of 
the press,” yet there occur also within it certain 
analogies as well as in legislation all time xc- 
quiesced in, nay, demanded by the people, cer 
tain illustrations which demark the meaning 
of the provision. 

Thus (Const. Am. II) “. . . the right of ti 
people to keep and bear arms shall not 
infringed”; yet who disputes the validity 
laws throughout the land penalizing the car 
ing of concealed weapons? Or if one kept 
array of firearms so persistently trained agai: 
his neighbor’s door-yard as to terrorize all | 
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sons from coming out and going in, thus impair- 
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ing the utility of his dwelling, who will be found 
declaring that an injunction to remedy such 
condition of things is a “violation of constitu- 
tional rights?” The Constitution itself confers 
upon the people no right to bear arms, the right 
is aside from the Constitution; the Constitution 
does no more than inhibit Congress from in 
the name of the National Government infring- 
ing the right, as elsewhere defined and ascer- 
tained; ieaving the right to be regulated or 
even prohibited by the several States, within 
their respective dominion, if such be agreeable 
to the judgment of their people. 

So with respect to the inhibition against 
abridging the freedom of speech or of the press; 
the Constitution nowhere confers a right to 
speak, to print, or to publish; it guarantees 
only that in so far as the Federal Government 
is concerned its Congress shall not abridge it; 
and leaves the subject as the other to the regu- 
lation of the several States, where it belongs. 
Who can be persuaded that the penalizing of 
false and malicious libels upon the integrity 
of honorable men, or slanders upon the virtue 
of chaste women, is an outrage upon “the 
constitutional rights” of the vilifier? 

Do those of thoughtful and sincere reflection 
escape the unharmony between claims for a 
right of utter license in speech and press and 
the punishment by law of libels and the mulct- 
ing of slanders? Let us turn over this matter. 
Libel being punished criminally, it is because 
that publication was against law; therefore un- 
lawful; therefore without right; if in civil ac- 
tions slanders are mulcted by law, it is because 
that speech was an infraction of the rights of 
another, therefore a wrong by the first; no 
“right” to publish either the libel or the slander 
can be sustained, except upon the theory of a 
“right” to do “wrong.” Let it be true that 
the common law had fully evolved a “Right of 
freedom of speech and of the press,” yet in 
evolving this right it also identified it; identified 
and maintained not only the “right” of free 
speech but as well identified and condemned 
the “wrong” of it; and identified the “wrong” 
of it not alone in “Libels” and in “Slanders,” 
but in some other regards; no claim to “right of 
free speech” has served him who by the free- 
dom of his speech obtained money by false pre- 
tenses; nor has a “right to print whatever one 
will” been ever of avail to forgers and counter- 
feiters. Howsoever the people of the several 
States by their several constitutions and laws 
have found it best to retain, to broaden, or to 
restrict the common law in this field which, 
as above pointed, the Federal Constitution 
abandons to their charge, yet the common law 
still maintains in this district here; (for I 
know of, and have been pointed to, no legislation 
therein on the subject;) and I therefore pur- 
sue its principles a little further, in their appli- 
cation to the particular matter; being concerned 
to identify an established subject of equitable 
intervention rather than subjects which are con- 
fessedly outside the limits of its legitimate 
scope. 

It is no more suspected by the observant that 
courts of equity enjoin the commission of mere 
threatened crimes, than they are suspected to 
hesitate in enjoining certain infractions of prop- 
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erty rights although happening to be conceived 
or involved in crime; these infractions are lim- 
ited to infractions of such a particular nature 
as that after their perpetration the law has no 
remedy adequate against their results. 

Finding in the common law that not all writ- 
ings, not all speakings are lawful, that some are 
unlawful, and looking about for the particular 
rule which is competent to distinguish the law- 
ful from the unlawful I deduce it from all con- 
siderations to be this: whatever in writing, 
print or speech violates a legal right of an- 
other, is unlawful; whether in itself alone it 
accommodates that result, or whether it be but 
one instrument in a concert tuned to that end. 
If such a writing, printing or speaking is un- 
lawful, the rest is clear; it ought to be en- 
joined in advance, if either it alone, or the 
concert, so invades rights of property as that 
the law affords no remedy adequate to compen- 
sate for the results; nor would I yet be thought 
to consider that the process of injunction of 
right should go no further; that the inestimable 
advantage of a good name may not thus be res- 
cued from preconceived despoilment; but of 
such questions when they come. 

An elaboration of these arguments would 
usually, be quite agreeable to my desire, yet 
these suggestions sound the hollowness of the 
defense, and to essay more might savor of an 
inquiry into the correctness of the injunction 
ordered by Mr. Justice Gould, a duty already 
taken up and discharged by abler hands than 
mine. 

While the foregoing considerations put away 
the contention that the injunction invades the 
right of free speech and of the press, yet the 
position of the respondents involyes questions 
vital to the preservation of social order, ques- 
tions which smite the foundations of civil gov- 
ernment, and upon which the supremacy of law 
over anarchy and riot verily depend. Are con- 
troversies to be determined in tribunals form- 
ally constituted by the law of the land for that 
purpose, or shall each who falls at odds with 
another, take his own furious way? Are causes 
pending in courts to be decided by courts for 
litigants; or the view of each distempered liti- 
gant imposed upon the courts? 

Are decrees of courts to look for their execu- 
tion to the supremacy of Law, or tumble in the 
wake of unsuccessful suitors who overset them 
and lay about the matter with their own hands, 
in turbulence proportioned to the frenzy of their 
disappointment? 

Counsel are heard claiming that no one needed 
to obey the order, although no reason is brought 
save those already looked at; no discussion of 
the technical distinction between “void” and 
“erroneous” orders was undertaken although in- 
vited, wherefore my conceptions of this partic- 
ular are destitute of the advantage to be had 
by considering the views of my brethren of the 
bar. 

Had claim been made that the injunction was 
“void,” it had involved a claim that the court 
was without either 

1. Jurisdiction of the parties, or without 

2. Jurisdiction to issue injunctions; for the 
propriety of relief by injunction was the sub- 
ject-matter of the controversy. 
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Jurisdiction of the parties it had, for they 
attended before it; that it had jurisdiction to 
hear suits for injunctions and to determine upon 
their issuance no one is willing to gainsay; in- 
deed the Sherman Act, before quoted, provides 
in very words (1. Sup., 703): P 

“The several circuit courts of the United 
States are hereby invested with jurisdiction to 
prevent and restrain violations of this Act.” 

And the Code of Laws for the District of Co- 
lumbia, respecting our tribunal here (Sec. 61): 

“The said court shall possess the same pow- 
ers and exercise the same jurisdiction as the 
circuit and district courts of the United States, 
and shall be deemed a court of the United 
States,” and (Sec. 62) 

“The Justices of said court . . shall 
severally possess and exercise the jurisdiction 
possessed and exercised by the Judges of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States.” 

That the order was “void,” according to the 
technical criteria by which the law determines 
“voidness” no one has shown me a pretense; 
yet under technical “voidness” alone, can par- 
ties escape the duty and the necessity of obe- 
dience; were it concededly “erroneous,” in the 
sense that the tribunal had fallen into an error 
in the determination of a cause which it was 
invested with jurisdiction to “hear and deter- 
mine,” the duty and necessity of obedience re- 
mains nevertheless the same. And I place the 
decision of the matter at bar distinctly on the 
proposition, that were the order confessedly 
erroneous, yet it must have been obeyed. (Wor- 
den v. Searls, 121 U. S., 14.) 

It is between the supremacy of law over the 
rabble or its prostration under the feet of the 
disordered throng. 

The interpretation of the law of a matter by 
an appropriate judicial tribunal settles that 
matter between the parties; else there is not 
anywhere to be had a settlement which takes im- 
partial account of both sides; even if it be said 
that tribunals now and then fall into error in 
particular matters, yet this error lies in the 
incomplete and finice nature of wordly things, 
and should not overturn the rule; for the rule 
being the best attainable by finite man, holds 
better results for the social fabric, more pro- 
motes the general welfare than would any other 
rule; for any other rule would be not the best 
rule, but somewhat worse. It is to the end 
that errors so falling may be minimized by 
possible correction, that tribunals for review 
are established for the advantage of a party 
who has such claim to make; but meanwhile 
the decree fixes the law’s seal upon the matter, 
there-to remain until removed, if at all, in the 
manner of order; not by riotous hands. 

When, with the parties to this cause attend- 
ing, their dispute heard, and the status of 
the subject of the controversy examined int». 
the inhibitory process of this tribunal issued 
forth, it was the law’s command to “Stand! 
Hands off! until justice for this matter can be 
ascertained.” 

Is not Law wide enough, and its shield broad 
enough to avert from annihilation that which 
its tribunals have taken in hand for the very 
sake of decreeing whether it shall not be saved? 

Yet everywhere; all over; within the court 
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and out; utter, rampant, insolent defiance is 
heralded and proclaimed; unrefined insult, 
coarse affront, vulgar indignity measures the 
litigants’ conception of the tribunal’s due where 
in his cause still pends. 

Before the injunction was granted these men 
announced that neither they nor the American 
Federation of Labor would obey it; since it is 
sued they have refused to obey it; and through 
the American Federation of Labor disobedienc: 
has been successfully achieved and the law has 
been made to fail; not only has the law faile: 
in its effort to arrest a widespread wrong, but 
the injury has grown more destructive since the 
injunction than it was before. There is a stud 
ied, determined, defiant conflict precipitated in 
the light of open day, between the decrees of a 
tribunal ordained by the Government of the 
Federal Union, and of the tribunals of another 
federation, grown up in the land; one or the 
other must succumb, for those who would unlaw 
the land are public enemies. 

On the sociological aspect of the situation, 
some faith in the ultimate rightness of Ameri- 
can men, whether in Labor Unions or out, is 
to be entertained; for I believe that the habit 
of the land saturates them with a readiness to 
abide by authority, as I believe that this very 
readiness to yield to authority has undone them 
before now, through the errors of misguiding 
leaders, swollen by pigmy power; it stands in 
the nature of things that the unlettered be most 
sensible of that authority which most often 
shows itself in their modest affairs, although a 
higher may exist to which their attention is not 
every moment directed by some interference 
with them, but to which they stand ready to 
adhere upon the moment that shows them that 
the lesser authority was in mistake, or leading 
them awrong. It is written in this record that 
the labor unions and its officers meddle into a 
member’s daily affairs deeper than does the 
law; restrict him in matters that the law 
leaves free; and thus so continually crowd 
their authority upon his attention, that insen- 
sibly he comes to regard them as of first contro! 
in his affairs; the fact that he regards them as 
authority, leads him to heed them because of 
his readiness to yield to authority; his very 
respect for authority, assumes that all author- 
ity is respectable; and so upon them he relies, 
by them he is led. What knows the worker in 
Texas, Florida, Maine and Oregon of the merits 
of the original controversy of 36 metal polishers 
in Missouri? What knows he of the refined dis- 
tinctions about “Boycott,” “Conspiracy,” “In- 
junction,” and the “Voidness for Want of Juris- 
diction,” of Judicial Decrees? In respect oi 
each of these and of the original controvers) 
he has been betrayed; (App. A) hoodwinked 
into the stand of an enemy of law, and of socia! 
order. Announcing freedom to purchase what 
and where one will, they deny that right to him 
himself; proclaiming the right of all men to la- 
bor, they restrict it to the holders of a union 
“card”; declaring the right to enjoy full earn- 
ing capacity, they limit his daily earnings to a 
stated sum. 

Says the authority of law “I lead you by the 
truth”; says the other, “I lead you by a lie”; 
says one, “I stand for the obligations of con- 
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tracts, including yours”; the other, “I throw 
down contracts, even though yours”; says one, 
“1 am for law”; the other, “I unlaw.” 

That the universal recognition of the desir- 
ability of associations of craftsmen for the as- 
certainment and advancement of the welfare 
of their kind is so retarded is to be much de- 
plored; yet it is in the history of man, that 
some lessons must be unlearned; that systems 
which proceed in antagonism to rule, shatter 
themselves at length against the resistless bar- 
rier of public law. 

It would seem not inappropriate for such a 
penalty as will serve to deter others from fol- 
lowing after such outlawed examples; will serve 
physically to impose obedience even though 
late; will serve to vindicate the orderly power 
of judicial tribunals, and to establish over this 
litigation the supremacy of Law. 

WRIGHT, 
Justice. 


APPENDIX A. 

The assurances in the original “Special No- 
tice” and other literature about “due investiga- 
tion” having been had were likely to mislead 
the 2,000,000 members into believing that the 
rules of their organization had been complied 
with; thus 

(Extract from Gompers’ report to the Conven- 
tion of the American Federation of Labor, held 
at Chicago, in December, 1893.) 

“The Executive Council has adopted a rule 
which it regards as fair as well as safe, and 
which is here quoted, so that the decision of 
the Federation may be a guide for the future 
action of our officers, regardless who they be. 
It is as follows: 

“*Resolved, That it is the sense of the Execu- 
tive Council of the American Federation of 
Labor that contracts made by unions with their 
employers should be faithfully lived up to by 
the union, so long as it is not violated by the 
employer, and the occurrence of any trade 
dispute with such employers by their unions 
out of not having contracts shall not be cause 
for the violation of agreement hy such unions 
as have regular contracts. The Executive Coun- 
cil further decides that when making con- 
tracts, unions should consult and act in har- 
mony with all unions with interests at stake.’” 

(Extract published at the head of the “We 
Don’t Patronize” list in the Federationist.) 

“When application is made by an Interna- 
tional Union to the American Federation of 
Labor to place any business firm upon the ‘We 
Don't Patronize’ list, the International is re- 
quired to make a full statement of its grivance 
against such company, and also what efforts 
have been made to adjust the same. 

‘The American Federation of Labor either 
through correspondence or by duly authorized 
representatives seeks an interview with such 
firm for the purpose of ascertaining the com- 
bany’s version of the matter in controversy.” 

In his report to the Convention of 1907, Gom- 
pers stated: 

‘. . . pursuing the usual course followed in 
cases of appeals of this character, I caused an 
investigation to be made and made further in- 
vestigation myself, and had a representative of 
our Federation endeavor to bring about an hon- 


orable adjustment of the controversy between 
the organization primarily in interest and the 
company it was then that my colleagues and 
myself, the Executive Council, approved the 
position and action of the organization affected, 
and this fact was published in the American 
Federationist.” 

In refute of these statements, in his testi- 
mony appears: 

“Q. Did you attempt to communicate in re- 
gard to this matter with Mr. Van Cleave or 
any representative of the Buck Stove and Range 
Co.? 

“A. Not directly.” 

Pressed by cross-examination to disclose 
either the truth or falsity of his published offi- 
cial statements the next question was: 

“Q. By letter or personal communication?” 

“A. No, sir; only through Mr. David Krey- 
Br 

This was the same Kreyling, Secretary of the 
Central Trades and Labor Union, who had taken 
part in the conference with Van Cleave; and 
Kreyling, in testifying, refutes the pretense 
that Gompers had so communicated with him. 

Indeed Gompers was so without information 
about the merits of the original controversy 
that he made oath in testifying: 

“IT know, as well as I know anything, which 
I have not seen, that no such arrangement exist- 
ed between the Metal Polishers’ Union and the 
Buck Stove and Range Company, or the Stove 
Founders National Defense Association.” 


APPENDIX B. 

Van C.: Well, gentlemen, what can I do for 
you? 

Kreyling: I am representing the Central 
Trades and Labor Union, and I have come here 
to see if we can bring about an adjustment of 
this matter. We have been asked to endorse 
the action of the Metal Polishers, and before 
doing so we make such visits and very often 
we have been able to adjust them and avoid 
all further trouble. Now that is simply why 
I am here. ‘ 

Van C.: I think that is eminently proper. 

Krey.: To get your side of the story. 

Van C.: The most amusing part of this whole 
matter to us is the false attitude in which the 
Metal Polishers have put themselves. The state- 
ments that they have sent out asking the co- 
operation of affiliated Unions are almost wholly 
false. As I shall undertake to show you. I 
take it for granted that this is about the way 
this matter has been put before you and other 
Labor Unions throughout the country, because 
we have received a number of these letters, 
which read as follows: 

“TI desire to inform you that this firm (mean- 
ing The Buck’s Stove & Range Company) is 
unfair to Organized Labor. The Metal Polish- 
ers, Buffers and Platers were compelled to go 
on strike on account of the unfair treatment 
at the hands of this firm. The members of 
the above Union had been working nine hours 
per day for the past 18 months and the firm 
tried to force them to work ten hours per day.” 

That is utterly and absolutely false. There 
is not one iota of fact in that statement. 

(Above letter continued.) 

“I would be pleased to have you return the 
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goods shipped to your firm, also notify Mr. Van 
Cleave, the manager of The Buck’s Stove & 
Range Company, that your firm will refrain 
from making any further purchases from them 
until they treat their employees as they should 
be treated, or as other manufacturers do.” 

Now you see there is a complication that is 
so wholly false that it is strange to me that 
men put themselves on record in that way. I 
give you gentlemen the credit of being abso- 
lutely sincere in coming here and that you 
want the real facts from our side. 

Krey.: That is what we are here for as rep- 
resentatives of the Central Trades and Labor 
Union and Metal Polishers. 

Van C.: Here is a funny thing, a letter com- 
ing to us from a Local of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor in October notifying us that our 
goods had been put on the “unpatronizing” list 
and then setting forth these statements which 
have been made as the foundation for it. The 
American Federation of Labor I do not suppose 
has acted upon this matter yet. 

Lucas: I th'nk it has. 

Van. C.: Has it? Now then the real facts 
in this case are these: . The latter part of last 
year, through the action of our foreman, whom 
we had in our polishing department, we dis- 
covered along some time in November that our 
Polishers were quitting work at five o’clock, 
when the balance of our plant was running ten 
hours. I immediately made inquiry and found 
out that some little time they had been doing 
this, contrary to our rules. 

About the close of last year I called all the 
polishers into my assembly room and told them 
what they had done, that they had tried to steal 
a nine-hour day and that we would not stand 
for it, because a majority of the stove foundries 
in this district (the western district) were run- 
ning ten hours, that the balance of our foundry, 
and all of our machinery were running 10 
hours. And I said to them, there is another 
thing that we won’t stand for, and that is the 
limitation of your earnings. We regard the 
man that will rob his own wife and children 
of his earning power the biggest fool on the 
face of the earth, and we do not want it, and 
I gave them to understand that when we started 
up in January, after our repairs and the holi- 
days, that our shop would run 10 hours, and 
you will work 10 hours, and if you don’t want to 
do that don’t come back, thus giving them about 
three weeks’ notice. Well, they had a meeting in 
their Union and chewed the rag for awhile and 
they decided that they were all coming back, un- 
der protest. I did not get any notice of this, how- 
ever, from the Union, and I do not think the 
men knew this. They went to work and seem- 
ingly worked very contentedly from January to 
the 27th of August, 1906. Our men earned more 
money than they ever earned before in our 
shop. The majority of the men who went out of 
our shop were earning from $4.00 to $5.25 per 
day. Our shop conditions are as good as we 
know how to make them, and the men will 
all say that we have the best shop conditions in 
the city of St. Louis. 

Then along the early part of August Mr. 
Grout, the president of your organization, wrote 
to No. 13 and told them to pass a resolution and 


instruct the men working in our shop that the, 
should quit promptly at nine hours. He di 

that, hut I had no notice of it. The men wer: 
doing well, and they were well treated, an: 
they thought the whole matter had been ended, 
and furthermore, in addition to that there are 
statements being made by Leberman in sending 
out his notices to affiliated unions that we are 
requiring our men to work ten hours for nine 
hours’ pay. Now that is not true, because the 
men are all piece workers and they get all that 
they earn, and they get fairly good wages, $4.()() 
to $5.25 per day. 

Lucas: Yes, that is good wages. 

Van C.: Now, gentlemen, my position rela- 
tive to wages has been that under no circum- 
stances would I stand a moment for an unfair 
price. Then I ask that our men be fair wo me 
and that they earn all they can. The idea of 
limiting a man’s earnings is perfectly ridicu- 
lous, because God never made two men alike. 
Some men earn $3.00, some $4.00 and some 
$5.00; that would not signify that the $3.00 
price was unfair, but simply incompetency. 
This man Leberman is sending out misleading 
statements to affiliated unions and I am very 
glad indeed to have you gentlemen come here 
because I want to show you. 

We are members, as you know, of the Stove 
Founders Defence Ass’n. This matter of a nine- 
hour day was taken up on the 27th, 28th and 
29th of June, 1906, between the conferees of the 
National Metal Polishers’ Union and the con- 
ferees of the Stove Founders’ Defense Ass'n. 
They spent three days on this subject, in Chi- 
cago. The result of it was that after a good 
deal of hallowing and bellowing, they could not 
agree and the matter was laid over. 

Now then, the reports of the Executive Com- 
mittee of the Defense Ass’n show that out of 
the membership of the Defense Ass’n, that 41 
members are running 10 hours a day, 10 mem- 
bers 9 hours, 2 members 9% hours, 1 member 
56 hours per week, 4 members non-union, 3 open 
shops, and 4 under contract work. It was also 
shown that every member of the Defense Ass’n 
in this district was a ten-hour shop, all of our 
competitors around here. 

Kreyling: Why the Belleville stove works 
are running nine hours, and they are members 
of the Defense Ass’n. 

Van C.: Are they? I didn’t know that. When 
you view this matter from the standpoint of 
the conferees agreement between the two na- 
tional bodies, one of which we are members, 
it does seem strange to me that Mr. Grout and 
his executive committee would order Local No. 
13 to arbitrarily call a strike on us here when 
the real object that he should have had in 
view was to have a conference with the Defen 
Ass’n, whereby all shops under the jurisdictic: 
of the Defense Ass’n should be on a nine hour 
basis. Again, we cannot run our shop ten hous 
a day, machinery ten hours a day, and have 
or 20 polishers quit their work, and leave t°< 
machinery running, at nine hours. So that tic 
proposition becomes an unfair one, as we lock 
at it, and not based upon good judgment or go 
faith. 

Take the Iron Moulders’ Union many yeas 
ago. The conference agreements that they ha: 
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th the Defense Association were all brought 
out by compromises on both sides until a 
od level was made. That is the way that 
r. Grout and the Metal Polishers can get an 
reement as to the nine-hour day. The result 
it is now, that he has taken this action. 
he has authorized the local here to put on a 
local boycott. Leberman has taken it into his 

ands and sent out to every affiliated union re- 
questing their support, as I understand it, with- 
out Mr. Grout’s recommendation as to a national 
boycott. Now, then, that puts the Defense As- 
sociation in the position of fighting this thing 
to a finish, which they have agreed to do. Now, 
then, of course, if you people have affiliated 
unions endorse such unfair propositions as that, 
‘why of course it is coming to a show down, and 
public opinion is rapidly changing on these mat- 
ters. 

I believe, and recognize the right for every 
man to quit work whenever he pleases, for any 
cause, or for no cause on earth. We are free 
men, free country, but when he quits work and 
then forms himself into a self-appointed com- 
mittee and undertakes to picket a foundry, he 
is then a criminal. You took offense at what 
Mr. Post said. That is just what he meant. 

Kreyling: If they would only explain it that 
way in public, but when they make the state- 
ment so broad as to include everybody that has 
any connection with the labor organizations, 
we cannot stand it. 

Van C.: You simply want me to set forth 
these facts, and as I say, it brings the matter 
to a point of the Defense Ass’n defending this 
matter, not The Bucks’ Stove & Range Com- 
pany, because it is in violation of the spirit 
of the conference agreements. If you demand 
something of the Defense Ass’n and they cannot 
agree upon it, experience has taught us that if 
you keep at it, in the course of time justice is 
reached, but these men now propose to force 
this action, and in order to do it, they have 
asked you, as affiliated unions, to endorse the 
boycott. If you endorse this boycott, then in 
my opinion you come squarely in line with what 
Mr. Post charged you. That is the sense in 
which Mr. Post referred to this time. 

Now when a labor union in Ohio, or in Texas, 
or in Oklahoma, endorses this proposition upon 
the statement of Leberman, which is false and 
can be proved so, why they get into pretty 
harsh lines before they get through. Now that 
is really my side of the question, except this, 
when these men went out of our shop and when 
they left us, they had my sympathy, but there 
were two or three agitators in the shop, and 
Wien they undertook to picket our plant, by 
this action of theirs they cut loose from me 
all the sympathy that I ever had for them, and 

have succeeded in filling our shop, and do 
you know we are turning out more nickel than 
ever turned out with these people here, I 
“an prove it to you, and paying them the same 
ices. 

Becker: If I am not misinformed, the mem- 

s of the various Polishers Unions throughout 
hs country only work nine hours per day. 

Van C.: That may be true, but we are mem- 
bers of the Stove Founders Defense Ass’n. 
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Becker: The Belleville Stove Works are only 
working nine hours. 

Van ¢.: Is that so? Well, it is a very unfair 
proposition for the Belleville Stove Works to 
do this, if it is true, and in all probability they 
were forced to do so, but when they tried to do 
it here they ran up against a different man. 

Becker: Yes, they were. If the polishers were 
all piece workers, I do not see how nine hours 
would make any difference. 

Van C.: It would. There is another fact, 
that notwithstanding that our shop was running 
10 hours, the men were not doing nine hours 
work. 

Lucas: That nine-hour statement came around 
like this, unless we are misinformed, the men 
were informed that whenever they got the 
amount of $4.00 earned to go home, regardless 
whether it was nine hours or ten hours, that is 
what Little said, and he said that it was with 
your knowledge and instructions. 

Van C.: If Little said that, I want to de- 
nounce him here as being a liar and traitor to 
his company, and that it was contrary to our 
instructions. There is not one single word of 
truth in that statement. Now, then, this young 
man (pointing to Lee Van Cleave) was present 
at every meeting (which are held daily and at 
which Little was present) and can verify the 
statement that this is contrary to our rules, and 
if Little said that we authorized the men to do 
that, he was a traitor to us and he is a liar 
when he makes that statement. 

Lucas: Well, he said that you were satisfied 
if the men turned out $4.00 worth of work for 
them to go home. 

Van C.: I would no more sanction a man’s 
limiting his earnings than I would to fly and I 
have said to every man, and I say to you, .uat 
a man is a consummate foo] that will rob his 
wife and children of his earning power. I al- 
lowed Mr. Little to piece our work. I said to 
Little, now I do not want a cheap price, because 
I want good work, and I want a fair price put 
upon this work. 

Kreyling: I believe that you have been mis- 
informed when you have been informed that 
Mr. Grout was the one that ordered this strike. 
No doubt this matter came about like this, that 
when the local organization drew up these de- 
mands and decided for themselves, after they 
had acted on the matter they asked for the 
endorsement or approval of the International 
Executive Board, that was granted. 

Van C.: Didn’t Grout send a letter to Local 
No. 13 as per the statement that I have made? 

Lucas: Yes, similar to that. 

Kreyling: The Metal Polishers No. 13 Local 
have demandéd from The Buck’s Stove & Range 
Company to grant the nine-hour day. 

Lucas: Didn’t Mr. Grout come up here and 
visit you several times in reference to that? 

Van C.: Yes, quite a while back. 

Lucas: We understood that Mr. Grout had 
been up here to visit you, and the nature of 
the visit was to try and bring about an under- 
standing as to the nine-hour day. He could 
not come to a settlement, and he reported back 
to the local. 

Van C.: Ho took it up with the Defense As- 
sociation. 
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Kreyling: If I understand it right, it is 
merely a question of asking the Buck’s Stove 
& Range Company to grant the metal polishers 
the nine-hour day. Now, as yet you have 
gotten away from the question with all these 
other matters in, I have not heard Mr. Van 
Cleave give any reason why the Buck’s Stove 
& Range Company refuses to grant the nine- 
hour day, only that you claim the other part 
of the foundry are working 10 hours. 

Van C.: All of our competitors in St. Louis 
are working ten hours, and the majority of our 
competitors in this district are working ten 
hours. and besides the Defense Ass’n is che one 
to adjust this matter. 

Kreyling: The ection of the Defense Ass’n 
leaves it open for the metal polishers to come 
to any final conclusion on the matter they wish. 
Now we certainly will grant the right to any 
local organization to try and shorten their hours 
if there is any possible chance to do so. 

Van C.: I have no objections to any shorter 
hours. 

Kreyling: In the beginning of your conver- 
sation you admitted that the polishers had 
worked nine hours for 18 months. 

Van C.: No, I said that was false. 
not work three months. 

Kreyling: They worked nine hours for quite 
a while. 

Van C.: Only a short time. 

Lee Van C.: If they quit when they got 
through working it was not a nine-hour day. 

Kreyling: If they continued that for some 
time, why it was. 

Van C.: There is no use to talk to me that 
way. 

Kreyling: I just want to find out whether or 
not it would make any difference to you in 
running your foundry for 25 of the men to 
work nine hours or ten hours? 

Van Cleave: It makes a very material differ- 
ence. 

Kreyling: The point that I am trying to show 
you is this, there is certainly not much differ- 
ence to you if these men were working nine 
hours a day and the other part of your foundry 
working ten hours. 

Van C.: I want to be fair, but it is not fair 
for you to undertake to argue that we can run 
all of our foundry 10 hours a day and allow 
25 polishers to work nine hours. It is not fair 
for you to undertake to say that we ever sanc- 
tioned the nine-hour day, because Little per- 
mitted these men the latter part of 1905 to 
leave the shop at all hours between 4:30 and 
6:00 o'clock. 

Lucas: He was a representative of the firm, 
as foreman, and it was looked upon that you 
were satisfied for the men to go home when- 
ever they got through with their day’s work. 

Van C.: Now, then, I never agreed to that, 
and I have got evidence to prove that he was 
lying. It is absolutely false. 

Kreyling: Do you realize, Mr. Van Cleave, 
that the request of the metal polishers at this 
time, and has been since the beginning of this 
controversy, is the nine-hour day? The point 
is this: The Buck’s Stove & Range Company 
are not willing to grant the nine-hour work 
day until the Defense Association grant it. 
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Van C.: If the Defense Ass’n agree to the 
nine-hour day to-morrow, I would put our en- 
tire shop on a nine-hour basis at once. 

Kreyling: You admit that there are none of 
the members of the Defense Ass’n working nine 
hours a day? 

Van C.: I have just read the number of con- 
cerns working 10 hours and also working nine 
hours. 

Kreyling: Now the Defense Association cer- 
tainly gives the privilege to all of its mem 
bers to do as they like in that matter. 

Van C.: We cannot do it. Now the metal 
polishers will probably get the nine-hour day 
sooner or later, but I cannot turn this shop 
into a nine-hour shop to-day under the present 
situation, and it is not fair to ask me to do 
so. 
Kreyling: This is a matter that is based on 
the shortening of hours from ten to nine hours. 
Of course, if you have made up your mind that 
you cannot see your way clear to grant this, it 
would be useless to take up any more of your 
time, and especially when you are not willing 
to listen to an argument. Any argument that 
we make you call it a fallacy. 

Van C.: If a foreman goes beyond his in- 
structions and violates his instructions and 
does it in secret without the knowledge of the 
company, it is like any other man that is un- 
true to his firm. 

Kreyling: The firm will be held responsible 
as long as he is in that position. As I say, 
it would be useless to take up any more of your 
time if you have made up your mind that there 
is no way to grant the nine-hour day. 

Van C.: I will grant the nine-hour day when 
the Defense Ass’n agrees to it, and will make 
the entire shop a nine-hour day shop when they 
have reached this decision, and I think that is 
as much as you should ask of me. I am not 
unfair to labor at all. There is not a man in 
this country that appreciates his workmen more 
than I do. 

Kreyling: There are lots of firms in this 
town that have granted the nine-hour éxy, 
some of them have done so without being asked 
to do so by the organization. 

Van C.: That does not mean that the 10-hour 
day is unfair and that the nine-hour day, or 
that the eight-hour day is the only fair man 
in the lot. I think if vou people will broaden 
out a little you will see that you are the ones 
that are unfair, not us. 

Kreyling: We are responsible for our actions, 
if not as an organization. as an individual, and 
I am willing to stand for my action at any 
time. We will take it for granted that you 
absolutely refuse to grant the nine-hour day 
at this time? 

Van C.: I will grant the nine-hour day when 
the Defense Ass’n does so. At such time that 
the Defense Ass’n agrees to the nine-hour day, 
we will put our entire shop on the nine-hour 
basis. When it comes to a point that we agree 
with any department to run nine hours, thon 
we will put our entire foundry on that bas's. 
“ow this is a fair proposition to me, anc I 
cannot in honor grant it as long as I em 
a member of the Defense Ass’n under pres2 xt 
conditions. When the Defense Ass’n agrees wi‘h 





JUDGE WRIGHT’S DECISION 127 


the metal polishers to a nine-hour day, we will 
put our entire shop on nine hours. That is my 
yosition. 

' Kreyling: Of course the metal polishers are 
not responsible for the fact that the other 
unions are not asking the nine-hour day. We 
should not ask them to wait until somebody 
else made up their minds. We are justified in 
going out any time and get it if possible. 

Van C.: You have the right to ask it and 
get it if possible, but I do not think it right to 
single out one institution and strike this in- 
stitution. Why don’t you declare them unfair. 

Krevling: It is not the fault of the metal 
polishers that this case is brought against the 
Buck’s Stove & Range Company. Your fore- 
man tolerated the reduction of hours in your 
polishing department and let it go on for some 
time. 

Van C.: If the foreman does things contrary 
to my instructions and without my knowledge, 
and it runs on for a short while, why we cannot 
be held responsible and it does not establish a 
fact by any means. I am perfectly willing to 
abide by any agreement that the Defense Ass’n 
may enter into with the metal polishers, and it 
would not make a particle of difference to me 
if they entered into it to-morrow. but until they 
do, I am not in a position to grant the nine- 
hour day. When I heard that you were coming 
in here, I had hoped that I would come in 
contact with fair men, but your proposition 
is anything but fair. 

Kreyling: If vou had an idea before I came 
in here that I would be fair to you and unfair 
to the people that I represent, you were badly 
mistaken. 

Van C.: Well, it appears that I was. 

Kreyling: Am I to understand, Mr. Van 
Cleave, that you are willing to arbitrate this 
proposition? 

Van C.: The Defense Association will take 
it up, I cannot take it up. This matter was 
discussed in June with the conferees of the two 
national organizations. They did not agree. 
Now, then, certain action was taken and then 
the Defense Ass'n stepped in. 

Becker: Those members of the Defense Ass’n 
who are working nine hours a day, are they not 
unfair to their Association? 

Van C.: There is another point. I will show 
it to you. If this matter had never gone to the 
Defense Ass’n, or if I had granted the nine- 
hour day last year, or the year before, without 
discussing the matter or taking it up with the 
Defense Assn, then I might have done so, but 
having once given it to the Defense Ass’n, then 
it is out of my hands. I could not to-day do 
what you ask me to do without stultifying my- 
self with the Defense Ass’n. If Mr. Grout wants 
it done, he can get a conference with the De- 
fense Ass’n. If you people undertake to run a 
boycott and injure our business here, why there 
is absolutely no fairness in your proposition. 

Becker: This matter would certainly adjust 
itself provided you were willing to grant the 
hine-hour day. 

Van C.: I am willing to grant the nine-hour 
day provided the Defense Ass’n agrees to it. 
You cannot force this company to run nine 
hours. This company will run ten hours as long 


as its competitors in the district do so. Those 
who are members of the Defense Ass’n. 

Lucas: Regarding what you say, now suppose 
that we were starting in the stove manufac- 
turing business and would not be a member of 
your Ass’n, we would be competitors of yours. 
Now do you think that you would do anything 
to help us along, or would vou do everything 
you could to put us out of business? 

Van C.: My friend. the relation that exists 
between myself and the other stove companies 
is equivalent to though we were interlaced 
stockholders. We do not try to put them out 
of business. Now the metal polishers say that 
we are requiring our men to work ten hours for 
nine hours’ pay. That is not true. 

Lucas: I think there is some mistake about 
that, because you de not ask that, and I for 
one would not tolerate anything like that. 

Van C.: I am in receipt of a letter this morn- 
ing, which says (this letter is from a sales- 
nian): “The unions have received a general 
letter from the National Ass’n, which outlines 
the difficulty we have had in our nickeling de- 
partment, in which they state that we have 
forced our men in said department to work 
ten hours for the pay of nine, which is con- 
trary to an agreement into which we had en- 
tered, so they say.” The truth of the matter 
is no sort of an cgreement as to nine hours was 
ever made with them, and we did not agree on 
nine hours. With a little bit of justice to Little 
(and you know that I have no patience with 
Little) it may be possible that he permitted 
the men to do this, by saying, now, boys, you 
can figure up your day’s work just as well as I 
can. Now, take out $4.00 a day and when you 
get through with ic, so far as I am concerned 
you can go home. 

Lucas: He claimed he did it with your con- 
sent. 

Van C.: That is not true, for he did not do 
so with my consent. 

Lee Van C.: I do not believe that Little made 
that statement. 

Van C.: Did Little make it to you? 

Lucas: No, not to me. But they claim that 
he said he did so with your authority. 

Van C.: Why do you people refer to that 
when we emphatically deny the fact? 

Lucas: You admit that the men had been 
going home before the expiration of ten hours? 

Van C.: When I discovered it, I checked it 
then and there. The main objection that we 
got to it is founded on two things. One is that 
it is not the rule in this section of the country 
among stove manufacturers. Another is, we are 
members of the Defense Ass’n. This matter has 
been put up to them and it is out of our hands. 
If Grout had handled this with the Defense 
Ass’n he would have certainly have gotten the 
nine-hour day. 

Lee Van C.: Granting the nine-hour day does 
not make us fair or unfair. 

Kreyling: Granting the nine-hour day to the 
metal polishers at this time would put you in a 
fair light with that organization. 

Van C.: Now, then, I think that the metal 
polishers are unfair inasmuch as they are in a 
signed agreement with the Defense Ass’n, and 
all of these matters can be adjusted by copn- 
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ferences. The proper way for them to do is to 
ask for another conference and discuss the 
thing again. When they have once agreed to 
it there will never be another reference to it. 
I do not think it will be two years before all 
the stove shops will be on a nine-hour basis. 

Becker: You must never forget the fact that 
your Ass’n and your class of people are not 
buying your stoves. They have steam heat, 
and the working men are using the stoves. 

Van C.: Now, there is no use for you to talk 
like that to me. Gentlemen, you can do as you 
please about it. 


DECREE. 

Now cqme the parties, by their attorneys, and 
the respondents, Samuel Gompers, Frank Morri- 
son, and John Mitchell, in their proper per- 
sons, and this cause having been submitted 
to the court on, to wit, the 17th day of Novem- 
ber, A. D. 1908, upon the petition of the 
complainant for a rule upon the respondents, 
Samuel Gompers, Frank Morrison, and John 
Mitchell, to show cause why they should not be 
adjudged in contempt, the answers of the said 
respondents and the testimony taken thereunder, 
and after full argument by the solicitors of the 
parties, respectively, and the same having been 
duly considered by the court, it now finds the 
fact to be that, on or about the 24th day of Janu- 
ary, 1908, while the injunction pendente lite of 
December 18, 1907, was, and was by them known 
to be, in force, the said respondents published and 


caused to be widely disseminated a =f signed 


by them, and which they caused to be accom- 
panied by another paper, therein referred to as 
an editorial from the February, 1908, Fed- 
erationist, which papers, in violation of the ex- 
press mandates of the said injunction, made 
reference to the fact that a boycott had been 
declared against the complainant, its business 
and its product, and that orgarized labor 
had asked its friends to use their influence 
and purchasing power in aid thereof, al- 
leged that the said injunction was an_ in- 
vasion of the liberty of the press and of free 
speech, and declared that it could not ‘‘compel 
union men or their friends to buy the Buck’s 
stoves and ranges,”’ and that ‘‘for this reason, the 
injunction will fail to bolster up the business of 
this firm, which it claims is so swiftly declining;”’ 
that on or about the 25th day of January, 1908, 
the respondent, John Mitchell, in like violation of 
the said boycott, combined with sundry persons, 
acting in aid of and in conjunction with himself 
and others of the defendants, in calling attention 
to the said boycott and in giving notice that any 
one of the three hundred thousand members of 
the United Mine Workers of America who shouid 
purchase a stove of the complainant’s manufac- 
ture'should be fined therefor and expelled from 


the said organization if the fine were not pa 
that in April, 1908, when the permanent inju 
tion of March 23d, 1908, was, and was by then 
known to be, in full force, the respondents, Samue 
Gompers and Frank Morrison, in violation ther: 
published in the said American Federationist «: 
widely disseminated a letter signed by them a 
addressed to the numerous State branches 2 
central bodies of the defendant, the Americ»: 
Federation of Labor, requesting them to “‘bear in 
mind that an injunction issued by a court in no 
way compels labor or labor’s friends to buy the 
product of the Van Cleave Buck’s Stove and 
Range Company of St. Louis. Fellow-workers, be 
true and helpful to yourselves and to each other. 
Remember that united effort in the cause of right 
and justice must triumph;’’ and the court further 
finds as a fact that the respondents, Samuel Gom- 
pers, Frank Morrison, and John Mitchell, are 
guilty of the several acts charged in paragraphs 
17 and 26 of the complainant’s petition, that the 
said respondents Gompers and Morrison are 
guilty of the several] acts charged in the 16th and 
20th paragraphs of the said petition, that the re- 
spondent Morrison is guilty of the acts charged in 
the 25th paragraph of the said petition, and that 
the respondent Gompers is guilty of the several 
acts charged in the 19th, 21st, 22d, and 23d para- 
graphs thereof. 

And, the court being fully advised in the prem- 
ises, it is by it, this 23d day of December, A. D. 
1908, considered that the said respondents, Samuel 
Gompers, Frank Morrison, and John Mitchell, are 
guilty of contempt in their said disobedience of 
the plain mandates of the said injunctions; and it 
is, therefore, ordered and adjudged that the said 
respondent Frank Morrison be confined and im- 
prisoned in the United States jail in the District 
of Columbia, for and during a period of six 
months, that the said respondent John Mitchell 
be confined and imprisoned in the said jail for 
and during a period of nine months, and that the 
respondent Samuel Gompers be confined and im- 
prisoned in the said jail for and during a period 
of twelve months, said imprisonment as to each 
of said respondents to take effect from and in- 
cluding the date of the arrival of said respective 
respondents at said jail. From the foregoing judg- 
ment, each of the said respondents prays an ap- 
peal to the Court of Appeals of the District of Co- 
lumbia, which is allowed, and the penalty of the 
appeal bond fixed at $100, and the penalty of the 
bail or appearance bond of respondent Frank 
Morrison is fixed at $3,000, the bail or appearance 
bond of the respondent John Mitchell is fixed at 
$4,000, and the bail or appearance bond of the 
respondent Samuel Gompers is fixed at $5,000. 

WRIGHT, 
Justic: 


Read Editoria! on this decision.—Ep. 
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WHY SENTENCE SHOULD Not BE PASSED. 





Replies of Mr. Gompers, Mr. Mitchell, and Mr. Morrison to Justice 
Wright Before Sentence Was Imposed in Contempt Proceedings. 





The Court: Have any of you anything to say 
why judgment should not be pronounced? 

Mr. Gompers: Yes, sir. Your honor, I am not 
conscious at any time during my life of having 
violated any law of the country or of the District 
in which I live. I would not consciously violate a 
law now or at any time during my whole life. It 
is not possible that under the circumstances in 
which I am before your honor this morning, and 
after listening to the opinion you have rendered, 
to either calmly or appropriately express that 
which I have in mind to say; but, sir, I may be 
permitted to say this, that the freedom of speech 
and the freedom of the press has not been granted 
to the people in order that they may say the things 
which please, and which are based upon accepted 
thought, but the right to say the things which dis- 
please, the right to say the things which may 
convey the new and yet unexpected thoughts, 
the right to say things, even though they do a 
wrong, for one can not be guilty of giving utter- 
ance to any expression which may do a wrong if 
he is by an injunction enjoined from so saying. It 
then will devolve upon a judge upon the bench to 
determine in advance a man’s right to express his 
opinion in speech and in print. 

There is much that I would like to say. I feel 
that I can not say it now, but if your honor will 
permit me, I will say this. K.. 

Your honor has, in the course of your opinion, 
accepted the testimony adduced by the Buck’s 
Stove and Range Company, accepted it as evi- 
dence, and laid much stress upon the fact that the 
evidence is not denied; and upon the failure to 
deny, I can readily understand it may be accepted 
as having been admitted. But your honor will see 
the situation. Supposing some citizen were brought 
before a court charged with a crime, aye, even 
murder, and if advised and believing that the 
judge sitting upon the bench would undertake to 
proceed with the trial of the defendant without 
submitting such a case to a jury, if the defendant 
were advised that the judge, in the exercise of 
that function, violated the fundamental constitu- 
tionally guaranteed rights of the citizen, hence 
that it was not requisite on his part to enter any 
lefense, and that in the last analysis the higher 
courts would reverse the decision of the judge 
upon that ground, and the citizen would there- 
fore enter neither denial nor offer evidence in re- 
buttal to that presented by the prosecution. 

It is true that the judge might hold that there 


being no denial of the testimony presented against 
him, therefore he would hold the charge as proved, 
yet as a matter of fact it may prove nothing of the 
kind, even though it may be before the court. 

I may say, your honor, that this is a struggle of 
the working people of our country, a s!ruggle for 
rights. The labor movement does not undertake 
to presume to be a higher tribunal than the courts 
or the other branches of the government of our 
country, and the language quoted by counsel forthe 
Buck’s Stove and Range Company, which I am very 
glad to have the opportunity of explaining, the 
language accepted by your honor in your opinion 
in regard to the A. F. of L. conventions being the 
highest tribunal in the realms of Labor was not, 
either in my mind, or in the mind of any man that 
heard that report read, to apply to anything in 
which the rights of others outside of the labor 
movement were concerned. It was that in the 
A. F. of L. convention some question as to juris- 
diction, as to internal strife, and disputes, between 
these organizations, that in so far as these con- 
tests were concerned the decisions reached by the 
convention of the A. F. of L. should be received 
by all concerned as determining their contentions. 

Yes, sir, it is a great struggle, it is a struggle of 
ages, a struggle of the men of labor to throw off 
some of the burdens which have been heaped upon 
them, to abolish some of the wrongs which * se 
have too long borne and to secure some of the 
rights too long denied. 

If men must suffer because they dare speak for 
the masses of our country, if men must suffer be- 
cause they have raised their voices to meet the bit- 
ter antagonism of sordid greed, which would even 
grind the children into the dust to coin dollars, 
and meeting with the same bitter antagonism that 
we do in every effort we make before the courts, 
before the legislatures of our states, or before the 
Congress of our country, if men must urge this 
gradual rational development then they must bear 
the consequences. [— — oy 

That which your honor has quoted and criti- 
cised and denounced in us, in the exercise of our 
duties to our fellows in our own country is now the 
statute law of Great Britain, passed by the parlia- 
ment of that country less than two years ago. If 
in monarchical England these rights can be ac- 
corded to the working people, these subjects of 
the monarch, they ought not be denied to the, 
theoretically at least, free citizens of a republic. 

In this struggle men have suffered. Better men 


[Continued on page 151.] 
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EDITORIAL. 


By SAMUEL GOMPERS 





JUSTICE WRIGHT’S PENIAL OF FREE 
SPEECH AND FREE PRESS. 











‘* We will speak out, we will be heard, 
Though all earth’s systems crack; 
We will not 'bate a single word, 
Nor take a letter back.”’ 


Two days before Christmas—that is, on December 23, 1908—Samuel 
Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank Morrison were sentenced to imprison- 
ment for one year, nine months, and six months, respectively, by Justice 
Wright of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia for contempt of 
court upon the charge that they violated the terms of the injunction issued 
by that court upon the petition of the Buck’s Stove and Range Company of 
St. Louis. The scene for the culminating act of this judicial drama was set 
by order of the court. Justice Wright directed that three seats be placed 
side by side and directly facing him. The ‘‘culprits’’ were ordered to 
occupy them. It was at once apparent to all in the crowded court room, 
including the defendants, who were so deeply interested, that the flashing 
eyes, the twitching lips, and the contemptuous frown of Justice Wright 
but poorly concealed a volcano of surging, relentless hatred. The judge 
sat in silent attitude for fully a minute, riveting his fierce gaze upon the 
defendants. It was quite evident that the judge intended to make them 
quake or quail and to work himself upto the pitch to sound 
the defendants’ condemnation. At last he found his voice. 
It came in low, quivering, yet incisive tones. As he pro- 
gressed with the delivery of his decision his voice rose and fell. At times 
it was pitched to a high key, at others it was scarcely more than the 
moving of his lips with teeth set fast, hissing his bitter invective. 

Read the decision of Justice Wright (published in another part of this 
issue of the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST ); read it carefully, read it aloud and 
employ all the arts and devices of the trained actor and the reader if one 
would have some coaception of the ‘‘calm and judicial’? temperament dis- 
played by him in dealing with a grave case of the first importance. 


THE SCENE 
IN COURT. 
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So intemperate and vindictive a spirit was displayed by Justice Wright 
in his every word and tone that even newspapers not friendly to Labor felt 
obliged to apologize for his manner. The New York LZvening Fost spoke 
editorially of ‘‘the somewhat turbid rhetoric and occasional excess of heat 
in Judge Wright’s opinion’’ 

The Outlook Magazine said in commenting on Justice Wright's 
manner: 

‘*His opinion illustrates quite as strikingly as any quotation he makes 
from Mr. Gompers’ writings ‘the furious way’ and the ‘turbulence’ of 
spirit and of measures which he condemnsin the accused before him. And 
in the court-room, when the sentence was pronounced, the digni.y of lan- 
guage was all manifested by the supposed criminals, and the passion by 
the Judge.’”’ 

For fully two hours and twenty minutes Justice Wright continued his 
arraignment and denunciatory characterization of Mitchell, Morrison, and 
Gompers; in all that time not a word, not a minor note of the life’s work 
of the defendants to be helpful to their fellows for the common uplift. No; 
they would lead ‘‘the rabble,’’ they would ‘‘unlaw’’ the land, they are 
public ‘‘enemies,’’ their intent was to bring abouta ‘‘relentless blight’’ of a 
‘*hideous pestilence,’’ they would ‘‘smite the foundations of civil govern- 
ment,’’ and would subordinate the ‘‘supremacy of law’’ to ‘‘anarchy and 
riot.” They would have their ‘‘own furious way;’’ would have the view 
of ‘‘each distempered litigant imposed on the courts.’’ The ‘‘frenzy of 
their disappointment.’’ These and many other equally illuminating 
phrases graced the ‘‘judicially tempered’’ decision to which the defendants 
were perforce compelled to listen for more than two hours. 

If the three men had been charged with brutal murder, with ravish- 
ment of the innocent, the scene could not have been more impressively set 
nor their characters more severely excoriated. No man or set of men con- 
victed by a jury of the most heinous crimes known to man have ever been 
stigmatized or characterized by a judge in severer terms: 

‘‘Everywhere,’’ said Justice Wright, ‘‘all over, within the court and 
out, utter, rampant, insolent defiance is heralded and proclaimed; unre- 
fined insult, coarse affront, vulgar indignity measures the litigants’ con- 
ception of the tribunal's due, wherein his cause still pends.’’ 

Imagine the feelings of Mitchell, Morrison, and Gompers during this 
tirade of judicial abuse and misrepresentation. Reference has been made 
to the dramatic character of the court procedure. It was tragic and yet in 
some respects it was a farce. Itis not here necessary to dwell upon the 
more serious aspects of the situation, but a word as to the farcical phases 
may not be uninteresting. 

When Justice Wright concluded his review of the case upon which his 
decision was based, he commanded the defendants to ‘‘stand up’’ and 
asked them if they had anything to say as to why sentence should not be 
pronounced upon them. 

Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison arose, and each in turn addressed 
the court. (Their remarks appear elsewhere in this issue of the AMERICAN 
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FEDERATIONIST.) Then with ‘‘ great solemnity ’’ Justice Wright expressed 
his ‘‘ regret.’’ He said: 

‘*T regret to have heard nothing save that which amounts to a distinct 
IMPRISON- 2ffirmance of the position which has already been an- 
MENT THE swered by the court's opinion—and unreadiness to abide 
PENALTY. by the course of the tribunals which are ordained by 
the supreme law of the land. 

‘It is the judgment of the court that you, Frank Morrison, be impris- 
oned in the jail of the District of Columbia, for a term of six months; 
you, John Mitchell, for a term of nine months ; you, Samuel Gompers, for 
a term of twelve months.’’ 

Now anyone would suppose thatthe regret of Justice Wright was the 
genuine expression of his mind; that he was open to some sort of modifica- 
tion of sentence dependent upon what the ‘‘guilty men’’ would say. But 
the following will throw some light on the hollowness and pretense of the 
formality as well as of his expressed regret, The sentence of twelve, nine 
and six months imprisonment upon Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison was 
imposed exactly 12.40 o’clock noon, More than an hour before that time 
the newspapers of Washington, D. C., issued bulletins announcing the 
convictions and sentences; more than an hour before the defendants were 
asked if they had anything to say why sentence should not be pronounced 
upon them, the New York City afternoon papers and others throughout 
the country issued extra editions containing the decision and the sentences 
imposed upon each man. For fully an hour before, probably the only 
persons who were ignorant of what the sentences would be, were Mitchell, 
Morrison, and Gompers. 

With these events seething in their minds, the three ‘‘condemned’’ 
men, the menso recently honored and chosen by the hosts of Labor to. 
faithfully carry forward the great uplift work of common humanity intui- 
tively turned toward each other, grasped each other’s hand and in silence 
pledged anew their plighted faith. 

‘For the cause that lacks assistance 
For the wrongs that need resistance 
For the future in the distance 
For the good that they can do.”’ 

Smarting under/the indignities heaped upon them, feeling the great 
wrong done to all Labor, to all the people, as well as to them, yet there 
was not and is not a particle of rancor or bitterness in their hearts or 
minds. In the then Yuletide, Gompers, Morrison, and Mitchell faced the 
world with good will toward all mankind. 

























































THE DECISION REVIEWED. 











By SAMUEL GOMPERS, JOHN MITCHELL, AND FRANK MORRISON. 

With the exception of the remarks made to the court as to why sen- 
tence should not be pronounced, the defendants have uttered no word in 
review of this decision. We (Gompers, Morrison, and Mitchell) regard it 
as an imperative duty we owe to all the people to do so now and here. 
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In considering and discussing the decision rendered and the penalties 
imposed by Justice Wright, we shall not—even if we were capable of 
doing so—enter into competition with the honorable court in the use of in- 
vective, rancor, or scathing denunciation; we shall, despite the great provo- 
cation, at least preserve our dignity. But we do feel called upon most 
respectfully to dissent from and protest against the court’s unprecedented 
and unwarranted flagellation of the cause and of the people we have the 
honor to represent. Justice Wright touches upon the real issues of the 
case, when he says: 
‘*No defense is offered save these. That the injunction: 


“1. Infringed the constitutional guaranty of freedom of the press. 
“2. Infringed the constitutional guaranty of freedom of speech.” 


The questions involved in this decision are fundamental questions of con- 


FUNDA- stitutional liberty. The sentences imposed upon the 
MENTAL defendants sink into insignificance when compared with 
PRINCIPLES the court’s denial of the right of free speech and free- 
INVOLVED. dom of the press. If Justice Wright were at all familiar 


with the history of the labor movement, if he understood its purposes 
or its ideals, he would have hesitated before exhausting his vocabulary 
in denouncing those whom he is pleased to characterize as ‘‘the throng’’ 
and ‘‘the rabble.’’ 

Our much-maligned labor movement is, in the language of Gladstone, 
‘the bulwark of democracy.’’ It has done more than any other agency 
to raise to a higher standard of life the working people of our country; 
it has protected the weak and the helpless against the strong and avaricious; 
it has taken the child from the mine and the mill and the factory; it has 
liberated the woman from the garret, the sweatshop, and the hovel; it 
stands for education, for religion, and for morality; it has restrained) the 
impetuous and stayed the violent; it has given courage to the timid and hope 
to the despondent; it has stood for construction and improvement and 
against destruction and debasement; it reaches out the right-hand of fellow- 
ship to the fair and humane employer; it has stood like a rock against the 
inconsiderate, the grasping, and the inhumane employer; it stands for law 
and order, it opposes anarchy and turbulence; it stands for progress, for 
moderation, and for liberty; it stands for self-respect, for decency and dig- 
nity. Its members have proved loyal and true to their country in times of 
peace and in times of war. From the guilds of New England came Paul 
Revere and the immortal Minute Men. The example set by the union ship 
caulkers in Boston harbor has been emulated by the trade union workmen 
in every crisis of the nation’s history. Wewould be unworthy sons of a 
noble heritage if we should falter now in defending within the law the 
judicial usurpation of the priceless concepts of freedom which are guaran- 
teed by our constitution to us and to our descendants and to all the people 
of our country. 

By insisting upon our constitutional right to speak and publish (upon 
responsibility for the abuse of the right and that solely to a jury) we are 
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upholding constitutional guarantees of vital and fundamental importance. 

The first amendment to the constitution says: 

Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion or prohibiting 
the free exercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press, or the 
rights of the people peacefully to assemble to petition the government for a redress of 
grievance. 

The judge, referring to this constitutional guarantee, says: 


So with respect to the inhibition against abridging the freedom of speech and of the 
press; the constitution nowhere confers a right to speak, to print, or to publish; it 
guarantees only that in so far as the federal government is concerned i¢/s Congress shall 
not abridge it, and leaves the subject to the regulation of the several states where it 


belongs. 


If this construction of the constitution is permitted to stand, then it 
logically follows that religious freedom, the right to worship according to 
the dictates of one’s conscience is not a guaranteed right of the citizen, 
but is subject to the caprice of any judge in any state. 

‘*The right of the people peacefully to assemble and to petition the 
government for a redress of grievances’’ according to Justice Wright is 
not guaranteed to a// the people, but is subject to the whim or caprice of 
any judge. A state judge may deny the citizens the right peacefully to 
assemble to petition the zationa/ government for the redress of grievances. 

If Justice Wright’s construction of constitutional guarantees is to 
stand, then to Congress applies the only inhibition of the invasion of a 
free press, free speech, free assemblage, religious freedom, and the right 
of petition. If this be true, what is the logical result? Any or all author- 
ities not directly named in the constitution may deny or abridge these rights. 
That is, that a judge may do by injunction what Congress is prohibited 
from doing by legislation. 

We are in harmony with the spirit of liberty upon which our Republic 
is founded, when we assert our right to worship God according to the dic- 
tates of our conscience, the right to petition for a redress of our griev- 
ances, the right to speak and to print our opinions—being responsible 
under the law for what we write and speak, pray and petition. These 
are inviolable constitutional guarantees to all the people of our country. 
The decision of Justice Wright illustrates the iniquity of these ‘‘con- 
tempt’’ proceedings and their inharmony with the spirit ofjliberty and 
of the constitution. 

Let us consider the position of a defendant who is charged with crime 
as contrasted with the position of a defendant who is charged with violat- 
ing an injunction. The man whois charged with crime may have murdered 
his own mother, he may have strangled his own child, he may have out- 
raged the chastity of a pure woman; and yet this monster is under the law 
entitled to the presumption of innocence until he has by due process of law, 
been adjudged guilty. He is guaranteed atrial by an impartial jury of his 
peers; if he believes and states that the judge of the court is prejudiced 
against him, he may demand and secure a change of venue and be tried 
before the judge of another court. Indeed, it is not unusual forja man of 
this character to have his trial in some other vicinity than the one in which 
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the crime was committed; and even though he be guilty of the crime 
charged against him, every extenuating circumstance is counted in his 
favor. If he is without means the court will appoint counsel to defend 
him. He must, in the course of his trial, be confronted by his accusers, 
and upon them and upon the state rests the burden of proving the charge 
against him. 

The man who is charged with violating an injunction may be and 
often is a peaceful, patriotic, law-abiding citizen whose life is devoted to the 
amelioration of the condition of the weak and the helpless. On the appli- 
cation of some unfair corporation which is oppressing its employes, an 
injunction is issued restraining this man from the performance of duties 
that are not of themselves in violation of any constitutional or ‘statutory 
law. ‘This man is charged with violating some provision of the injunction. 
He is thereupon commanded to appear in court and show cause why he 
should not be adjudged guilty and punished. Unlike the murderer who is 
presumed to be innocent until he is proved guilty, ‘his defendant is pre- 
sumed to be guilty until he can prove his own innocence. He is denied a trial by 
a jury of his peers; 4e is not confronted by his accusers; he can not secure a 
change of venue; he must be tried by the judge whose dignity has been 
offended, or at the best by an associate judge of the same court; he has no 
protection against either the bias or the animus of the court; he is at the 
mercy of a judge who may or may not be disinterested, judicial, or dignified. 

Says the /aw to the defendant: ‘‘ You are presumed to be innocent 
until, after a fair and impartial trial, you are adjudged guilty by a jury of 
your fellow-citizens.”’ 

Says the injunction to the defendant: ‘‘ You are presumed to be guilty 
until you can prove your own innocence. You are commanded to appear 
before the offended court to show cause why you should not be sent to jail.’’ 

In publishing this editorial we may be held to be in additional con- 
tempt, but, if so, we are willing to accept the consequences. It may be 
necessary to the preservation of the liberties of the people that a judge 
should be disobeyed. Judges sometimes usurp power and become tyrants. 
Disobedience to a tyrant is obedience to law. 

We wish to point out how despotic and unwarranted and unfair have 
been the methods of the prosecution. We are penalized for printing the 
same character of news and comment which every other newspaper and 
magazine in the country published with perfect freedom. 

If our speeches and our writings have heen unlawful, libelous or dam- 
aging to the plaintiff there is one legal way of punishing that offense—that 
is, a suit for damages and a trial by jury, in which not only the fact of the 
spoken words and the publication would be passed upon, but we would 
also be allowed to offer whatever there might be of explanation or justi- 
fication for our course. i 

Our fundamental law authorizes no other process for the punishment of any 
abuse of freedom of speech or of the press. Qur system of law does not authorize 
prohibition of lawful rights by injunction and punishment subsequently by 
proceedings for contempt and at a hearing before the judge where the only 
question considered is the mere fact of utterance and publication. 
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If we had abused our right of free speech or free press in our refer- 
ences to the Buck’s Stove and Range Company, peace and order and good 
citizenship required that we should have been proceeded against—not by 
injunction—but by the due form and process provided by statute law. 

This is a broad question of right and law and order. -There are no 
mystifying technicalities about it. They are equally well known ‘‘in 
Texas, Florida, Maine, and Oregon’’ as they are in the District of 
Columbia. All who know anything of our country’s history know that 
judge-made prohibition of freedom of speech and freedom of press can 
issue only in defiance of fundamental American law. Congress can not 
even make such prohibition. May judges then command what Congress is 
powerless to enact? It appears from Justice Wright’s decision that he 
believes this can be done. Judicial usurpation of power is a most serious 
matter. Jefferson warned posterity that the greatest danger to our free 
institutions lay in the likelihood of this usurpation. 

When a judge issues an injunction—like that of the Buck’s Stove 
and Range Company—it is the judge who defies the law, and not the citi- 
zens who refuse obedience to his injunction mandates, which would deprive 
men of their constitutional rights. 

Justice Wright seemed to expend more of his thought on the judicial 
virulence of language with which he sentenced Mitchell, Morrison, and 
Gompers to prison than upon careful consideration of the vital issues of the 
case. ; 

Apparently with deliberate design to assist in insidiously undermining 
constitutional rights by judicial usurpation, Justice Wright says that this 
injunction only ‘‘incidentally’’ prohibits the exercise of free speech and 
freedom of the press. Howcan it be ‘‘incidental’’ when the prohibition is 
absolute and permanent? 

Unless constitutional rights are secure from ‘‘incidental’’ as well as 
evety other sort of invasion they are not secureatall. If an injunction may 
be issued prohibiting freedom of speech and of the press for the purpose of 
protecting an employer’s alleged ‘‘property rights’’ in labor, then there is 
no limit beyond which our judges may not go in destroying the freedom of 
the press and the freedom of speech. 

Grant for even a moment that the courts have a right by injunction to 
enjoin from publishing, and what will be the logical result? It will come to 
pass, as one already said, the press can not expose political corruption 
because it hurtssome ‘‘boss.’’ It can not criticize an hostile or indifferent 
administration because the Chief Executive would be annoyed. The (on- 
gressional Record may be censored because some Senator or Representative 
has the courage to uncover the lawlessness of powerful wrongdoers. Even 
the President’s message may be interdicted. The press will not dare to 
expose the horrors of child labor and the exploitation of helpless women 
workers. 

Forbid us to state any ove unpleasant truth and the way is opened to 
go the whole limit of press censorship and prohibition. As we said in our 
statements to the judge, ‘‘the freedom of the press was given zo/ that we 
might say the J/easant things, but that we might say the things which are 
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unpleasant that we might criticise the wrong; that we might call attention 
to truths as yet unrecognized; that even if we might do a wrong we would 

etter have the right and be subject to punishment than that the freedom 
to print and speak should be denied. The injunction denies in advance the 
right to speak or print. It puts an absolute censorship on press and speech. 

Thoughtful citizens will not, we trust, belittle the importance of the 
issue because it had its inception in a labor union difficulty. Whatever the 
Mitchell-Morrison-Gompers case was in the beginning it is ne longer in 
essence a labor controversy. The immeasurably higher question has been 
raised of whether the great traditions and guarantees of American liberty 
shall be destroyed. The vital facts in the case should be clearly compre- 
hended and all prejudice laid aside in face of the solemn fact that the 
liberties of all our people are invaded. 

We are confident that the people of our country, that pudlic opinion— 
that court of last resort—will pronounce an adverse verdict to this judicial 
denial and prohibition of freedom of speech and of the press. 

The people of our country are aroused as never since the civil war and 
the abolition of slavery. They are alert to the danger which threatens. 
They will not allow themselves to be lulled into a fancied security because 
this decision does not at present happen to touch each one of them person- 
ally. No one can tell when this decision will be cited as the precedent for 
additional invasion of liberty. 


Justice Wright said in the opening paragraphs of his decision: 


EARLY The defendants, Samuel Gompers, Frank Morrison, and John 
HISTORY OF Mitchell are charged with wilfully violating the terms of the pre- 
THE CASE. liminary injunction herein heretofore issued after a hearing before 

Mr. Justice Gould. The matter of the charge is not to be understood 
or intelligently determined without a comprehension of the status of persons and condi- 
tions at the time the injunction issued, and these in turn can only be come at by a good 
understanding of the nature and cause of the original controversy between the parties 
and the situation which had developed from the confessed boycott, established against 
the plaintiff and its customers by the defendants and others. 


Any reasonable person would suppose that in order to arrive at ‘‘a 
good understanding of the nature and cause of the original controversy”’ 
Justice Wright would have cited and weighed the evidence given by both 
sides. Instead, he quotes approvingly the testimony given in behalf of the 
Buck’s Stove and Range Company on the original injunction and in the 
contempt proceedings, and practically nothing from the reply made by 
defendants. 

This testimony was misleading in many instances and we have shown 
it to be so, particularly in its intent. The American Federation of 
Labor directed its defense entirely against the unconstitutionality of the 
injunction itself. The American Federation of Labor retained eminent 
lega] counsel and was advised that the original injunction issued by Justice 
Gould was in opposition to the constitution and therefore null and void. 

Justice Wright declares that no effort was made by the American 
Federation of Labor to investigate or confer or adjust the original trouble 
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with the Buck’s Stove and Range Company, before the firm was declared 
‘‘unfair.’’ He is entirely mistaken, yet he makes much of this wrong as- 
sumption and upon it bases much of his decision. If he had even read care- 
fully ‘‘Appendix B’’ which he cites in his decision to bolster up his own 
wrong contention he would see that that very quotation (though inaccurate in 
many particulars) shows the most earnest and sincere efforts on the part of 
the union representatives to adjust the difficulty and that Mr. Van Cleave 
resorts to the subterfuge of saying that if the foreman had allowed the nine 
hour day to the polishers he did it without his (Van Cleave’s) authority. 
This is so puerile and so obviously inaccurate as to require but little notice. 
Everybody knows that a foreman would zo/dare do such a thing without an 
order from hisemployer. Then Mr. Van Cleave tries to wriggle out of facing 
the situation by saying that he is a member of the Defense Association (em- 
ployers’ union) and it will have to settle the difficulty. The union repre- 
sentatives forced him to admit that he knew that quite a number of employers 
in the Defense Association had conceded the nine hour day, hence there could 
be no objection from it if he did likewise. Then Mr. Van Cleave declared 
that he could not grant the nine hour day because all the stove works ‘‘in 
his neighborhood’’ were working ten hours. When it was pointed out to 
him that the Belleville works in his neighborhood had conceded the nine 
hour day, Mr. Van Cleave replied: 

Van C.: Is that so? Well, it isa very unfair proposition for the Belleville Stove 
Works to do this, if it is true, and in all probability they were forced to do so, but when 
they tried to do it here they ran up against a different man. 


So, having shown his unfairness and unwillingness to be frank and 
sincere from any point of view, Mr. Van Cleave closed the conference by 
saying (in reply to Mr. Becker’s suggestion that the patronage of the stove 
industry is mainly from working men, and they would prefer to buy goods 
made under fair conditions): ‘‘ Now, there is no use for you to talk like 
that tome. Gentlemen, you can do as you please about it.’’ 

In other words, the workmen must accept whatever conditions and 
hours Mr. Van Cleave chose to impose, and if they didn’t like that they 
could do whatever else they pleased. The haughty Mr. Van Cleave, by 
his own words, rather invited them to see what they could do about it. 

This, for the appendix which Justice Wright adds to his decision, to 
support his own contention that Labor made no effort at adjustment, 

In giving any credence at all to ‘‘Appendix B,’’ which Justice Wright 
approvingly quotes as absolutely true, it must be borne in mind that ifa 
stenographer was present to take down the spoken words in the conference, 
the stenographer was Mr. Van Cleave’s; that the transcribed notes were 
never submitted for verification or correction to the workmen’s representa- 
tives who participated in the conference. Is it difficult to conceive that Mr. 
Van Cleave ‘‘revised’’ such a report to suit his own purpose? Even as it 
stands, Mr. Van Cleave is convicted of evasion and double dealing. 

In his review of the case Justice Wright utterly failed to make mention 
of the important testimony of Mr. Joseph Valentine, who, as representative 
of the American Federation of Labor, sought to have the trouble adjusted 
before the firm was put upon the ‘‘We Don’t Patronize’’ list. Mr. Valentine 
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is a member of the Executive Council of the American Federation of 
Labor, and also president of the Iron Molders’ Union of North America, 
a man of great experience in labor matters, a man whose honesty, sincerity, 
and good judgment are conceded by employers who have conferred with 
him and adjusted trade disputes, throughout the length and breadth of the 
land. Mr. Valentine’s testimony is absolutely unimpeachable from the 
standpoint of truthfulness and is most important, as disproving many of Mr. 
Van Cleave’s distortions of fact, and also as showing how strenuous were 
the efforts of organized labor to honorably adjust the difficulty before the 
Buck’s Stove and Range Company was placed upon the ‘‘ We Don’t Patron- 
ize’ list. Every effort made by Mr. Valentine to adjust the differences be- 
tween Labor and Mr. Van Cleave was made at the request, in good faith, 
and as the authorized representative of the Executive Council of the 
American Federation of Labor, of which Mr. Gompers was president. The 
efforts of the representatives of the committee of the St. Louis Trades and 
Labor Assembly were reported to President Gompers and carefully consid- 
ered by him. Hence the quotations (misleading because wholly apart 
from their context) of Justice Wright in Appendices A and B, are unwar- 
ranted by the facts and form no basis for a fair judgment of the merits of 
the original case. Yet Justice Wright does not even intimate that he 
omitted anything or that there was the slightest justification for the course 
taken by organized labor. 

Justice Wright declares that the Buck’s Stove and Range Company 
operated a so-called ‘‘open’’ shop, that it had not discriminated between 
union and non-union workmen. On this point we quote from the original 
testimony pages 403 and 409 taken in the case after Justice Gould’s 
temporary injunction was grantea: 

Direct Examination by Mr. Davenport (Counsel for Buck's Stove and Range Company). 
. 1. What is your full name, please? 

. Robert Fisher. 

. 2. What is your age, Mr. Fisher? 

. Twenty-seven years. 

. 3. And where do you reside? 

. St. Louis. 

QO. 4. And are you connected in any way with the Buck’s Stove and Range Com- 
pany of St. Louis, Missouri? 

A. Lam foreman of the plating deparitmeni—plating and polishing department. 

Q. 5. The plating and polishing department? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. 6. How long have you occupied that position? 

A. Since February, 1906. 

Cross-Examination by Mr. Ralston (Counsel for A. F. of L.) 

X-q. 18. At the present time there are no members of organized labor employed 
within your knowledge of that establishment? 

A. No, not within my knowledge; no. 

X-q. 19. If any one presented himself, would you employ him? 

A. Al the present lime, no, sir. 

X-q. 20. You would not? 

A. No, sir; I would not. 

X-q. 21. By whose instructions would that be? 

A. That would be according to the instructions I receive from headquarters at 
the present time. 
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X-q. 22. When were these instructions given? 
A. They were given after that—well, I don’t know the exact date—let me see— 
it was long after the strike was settled—I can’t state the month. 

X-q. 23. Well, about? , ° 

A. Let me see. Well, it was towards the latter part of the year. 

X-q. 24. Which year, 1906? 

A. Of 1906, yes, sir. 

(The strike occurred August, 1906, after the refusal of Mr. Van Cleave 
to concede the nine hour day.) 

Here we have from the testimony of Mr. Van Cleave’s own foreman 
the admission that the Buck’s Stove and Range Works discriminated 
against union men for over a year before the injunction was granted. This 
pretty thoroughly disposes of one of the Van Cleave assertions. Had we 
space we could analyze each one and show its distortion of fact and the 
bitter resentment against Labor which underlies every allegation made by 
Mr. Van Cleave and accepted by Justice Wright. 

Justice Wright approvingly quotes Mr. Van Cleave as saying that the 
workmen in attempting to establish the nine hour day were robbing their 
wives and little children. That has not been the history of the shorter 
workday in this or any other country. A reduction of the hours of labor 
from ten to nine or eight has always been accompanied by better condi- 
tions for the families of the workers and by an improvement in wages and 
in their moral and intellectual standards. Mr. Van Cleave knows very 
little about the trend of modern economics, so he may have been ignorant 
of this fact, but from his mis-representations in other directions we may 
reasonably conclude that in this instance he really desired to drive the best 
pieceworkers at their highest speed for ten hours in order that they might 
make such a good showing in wages that the price per piece could then be 
cut and the average worker would soon find himself earning a pittance and 
the very fastest workers would put in their ten hours with no better results 
than if they worked nine or eight hours. 

This has always been the history of long hours and piecework. But 
Mr. Van Cleave has shown a regrettable tendency to follow in the footsteps 
of every established economic wrong that he can discover. 

Justice Wright, in his review of the case, omitted a vital fact, a fact 
which changed the whole aspect of the case and left only the higher con- 
stitutional issues to be regarded. 

The fact to which we refer is this: 

When Justice Gould’s temporary injunction order came into effect— 
that is, on December 23, 1907—the American Federation of Labor complied 
with it and removed the Buck’s Stove and Range Company from the 
“We Don’t Patronize’”’ list, and it has not been printed on that list since 
that time. 

We did not concede thereby that we were wrong in placing the firm 
upon that list, but we took this action in order to rid the case of all techni- 
calities, pending the appeal to the higher courts and to make perfectly 
clear that the injunction in prohibiting free speech and freedom of the 
press had invaded so important a constitutional right that the original 
issues sank into insignificance. 
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Thenceforth, the only way in which we could be charged with violat- 
ing the injunction was on the theory that we protested against its denial of 
the right of free speech and the freedom of the press (see original injunc- 
tion quoted in Justice Wright’s decision). 

The ‘‘unfair’’ notices issued by unions and theirepersuasions and the 
letters from business firms to the company upon which Justice Wright lays 
so much stress have nothing to do with the present case. In any action 
they took as to the bestowal of their patronage, our unions were only 
availing themselves of what they believed, and still believe, and what we 
contend to be their constitutional right to bestow their patronage where 
they pleased and to state why they did so. 

It must be observed that the American Federation of Labor did not 
initiate a ‘‘boycott;’’ it simply approved the action of one of its affiliated 
organizations, and that at best or worst it was a primary ‘‘boycott,’’ not 
the ‘‘secondary’’ one to which so much cant and sophism has been applied. 

Justice Wright, however, knew that this question was not really the 
one at issue for he says (after alleging everything which could possibly 
prejudice the public against the action of the union): 

Then dissertation over the philological import of ‘‘boycott’’ is not proposed; 
rather, deliberately laid aside; lest the enormities of fact be blanketed by terms, and 
the conclusions deduced from them hereafter be sought to be juggled from their true 
foundation by some empty warfare over words; whoso discovers the foredescribed 
enterprise to run along with his own conception of ‘‘boycott,’’ as well as he of sensi- 
bility so refined as to be agitated at the association of such doings with so gross a 
term, will be conscious of no conflict against their respective opinions on the point. 

We hope it may not be deemed disrespectful on our part to say that we 
fear we may not grasp the full import of the above quoted rhetorical out- 
burst. We infer, however, that Justice Wright intends to say that he will 
not further discuss the boycott and we leave our readers according to their 
tastes in digesting redundant verbiage to discover whatever else may lie in 
the paragraph. 

Next Justice Wright asserts that the owner of a business has a ‘‘right’’ 
in the patronage of the public, and that thisconstitutes ‘‘property’’ because a 
purchaser is sometimes willing to pay a sum for this ‘‘good will.’’ 

For the moment passing over the fallacies of the above argument we 
point out that Justice Wright takes this position because from no other 
point of view can he find the grounds to condemn the defendants, be- 
cause they and other citizens have been guilty of withdrawing their 
patronage and stating why they did so. 

But what property right can anyone hold in patronage which may 
fluctuate or be transferred at the whim or fancy of any or all patrons? 
This confusion of moral and legal rights is hardly excusable on the part 
of a judge who assumes to speak authoritatively upon the sociological 
aspects of this case. 

Justice Wright charges that the failure of the public to buy Buck’s 
Stoves and Ranges caused certain retail dealers to break their contracts 
with the Van Cleave company. If it did, that was a matter to be settled 
between the company and its customers in any way they saw fit. There 
are proper and adequate forms of law and certain penalties attaching to 
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the breach of contract. These could have been invoked by the company 
against such merchants, and presumably damages recovered if the case 
were proved. Why resort to an abuse of the injunction power and conse- 
quent contempt proceedings? 

The acts of the members of organized labor and their friends, while 
possibly inconvenient to the plaintiff and perhaps tending to lessen its 
business, were in themselves not illegal. If the company employed union 
labor it would advertise the fact and in every way attempt to make that a 
basis for increased patronage among working men. When Van Cleave 
refused to give union conditions the advertisement of that fact was neither 
a conspiracy noracrime. Many a business man uses far more drastic 
methods in order to get business away from his competitor, yet who ever 
heard of the Standard Oil or any other trust being enjoined and penalized 
because it undersold an independent competitor and ruined him and drove 
him out of business? It verges upon absurdity when such a term as ‘‘con- 
spiracy’’ is used to stigmatize the exercise of a perfectly legal right. 

Justice Wright quotes at some length from newspaper accounts and 
from the report of Samuel Gompers, president of the American Federation 
of Labor to conventions zz years preceding the issuance of the injunction to 
show that there was a ‘‘ predetermination to violate it.’’ 

We believe that the public generally will agree with us that such 
quotations can not possibly be any proof that the injunction was actually 
violated. 

In order specifically to point out some of the manifest errors into 
which the court has fallen, as an illustration, take the ‘case of Mr. 
Mitchell. He is charged with having ‘‘signed, with full knowledge of 
its contents, the ‘urgent appeal’ which accompanied the twenty-seven odd 
thousand circular letters to the various secretaries . . . with full 
knowledge of their contents, counselling their distribution.’’ This ‘‘urgent 
appeal’’ and accompanying circular is presumed to have originated from 
the Norfolk convention of the American Federation of Labor, which was 
held in November, 1907. The facts are that Mr. Mitchell was not present 
at the Norfolk convention, did not attend any session of the Executive 
Council of the American Federation of Labor, either then or at any subse- 
quent meeting at which the ‘‘urgent appeal’’ was under consideration. 
Mr. Mitchell did not sign or have knowledge of the preparation or the cir- 
culation of the ‘‘urgent appeal.’’ If this case had been tried by a jury it 
would have been easy to demonstrate the falsity of this allegation against 
him. 

Mr. Mitchell is charged with having assisted in the distribution of a 
certain issue of the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST. The facts are that Mr. 
Mitchell had no knowledge whatsoever of the matter contained in that 
number of the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST; he did not participate in its 
preparation or distribution. 

Mr. Mitchell is charged with and admits having presided at a conven- 
tion of the United Mine Workers of America at which a resolution was 

adopted declaring as ‘‘unfair’’ the products of the Buck’s Stove and Range 
Company. It was Mr. Mitchell’s duty as president of the miners’ 
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organization to preside over this convention. He had no knowledge that a 
resolution upon the subject was to be considered, and when it came before 
the convention he was so little impressed with its significance that he did 
not even remember the subject of the resolution until the contempt pro- 
ceedings were instituted. However, even though he were conscious of the 
full import of the resolution referred to, he committed no offense against 
the law by’retaining his position as presiding officer of the convention 
when the resolution was adopted. He had, of course, three alternatives, 
none of which a self-respecting man could have availed himself. He could 
have resigned his position as president of the United Mine Workers of 
America, or he could have called some other member to take the chair, thus 
shirking his own responsibility by placing it upon the shoulders of another, 
or he could have become the advocate and defender of the Buck’s Stove 
and Range Company and opposed the passage of the resolution. The in- 
junction did not require Mr. Mitchell to advocate the cause of this concern; 
he was not commanded to defend its attitude in the controversy with its 
employes; but it seems that his failure to do so constituted an offense 
against the court, for which he is sentenced to prison. 

From the foregoing it will be seen that Mr. Mitchell was not guilty 
even of the charges upon which he has been convicted. It is not material 
that he would have signed and assisted in the distribution of the various 
circulars if he had not been confined in the hospital or otherwise prevented 
from attending the meetings of the Executive Council; the fact is, he did 
not. 

The judge quotes a paragraph from Mr. Mitchell’s book on ‘‘Organized 
Labor,’’ published in 1903, and makes that a basis for conviction of con- 
tempt of an injunction issued five years later. 

As a further illustration, take the case of Mr. Morrison. He is secre- 
tary of the American Federation of Labor. The charge against him is that 
he caused to be mailed the printed official proceedings of the Norfolk con- 
vention and the official magazine the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST. as was 
his imperative duty. If he had placed in the mails matter which was libel- 
ous, treasonable, or seditious, he would be equally responsible with the 
author of such documents for those acts; but the freedom of the press and 
the freedom of speech involves the distribution, through lawful channels, 
of that which may be printed or uttered. He signed the urgent appeal, 
but pray, after all, in what does the urgent appeal offend? The American 
Federation of Labor, its officers, its affiliated unions, their members, friends, 
sympathizers, attorneys, and agents throughout the length and breadth of 
the country, had an unwarranted injunction served on them, enjoining 
them from doing things they had a perfect legal right to do. 

The American Federation of Labor is not a monied institution. It has 
little or no funds of its own, and it was necessary to send out an urgent 
appeal to the men of labor to make voluntary financial contributions, as 
is now being done, in order that the rights of the men of labor and the con- 
stitutional guarantees of free speech and free press might be vindicated 
before the courts. Indeed, the very fact that the men of labor endeavored 
to secure means by which their rights might be protected before the courts 
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is made the main foundation upon which the contempt proceedings were 
brought. 

The guarantees of the freedom of press are not confined to the daily 
press, weekly or monthly magazines, but apply with equal force to pamphlets, 
brochures, or circulars. Those violating law—those who express seditious 
sentiments or publish slanders or libels—do so at their peril, being respon- 
sible for their utterances. These responsibilities and perils are in civilized 
countries regarded as the greatest preventatives of the abuse of the freedom 
of speech and of the press. 

It is something not yet fully understood, even by Justice Wright, how 
perfectly safe freedom is. 

In the case of Mr. Gompers, in addition to what has already been 
stated, as soon as the injunction became operative he took the name of the 
company in question from the ‘‘We Don’t Patronize List’’ and from that 
time until this the name of the company has not appeared thereon. He 
discussed the injunction and the principles involved in the injunction, both 
in print and upon the platform. There was no intent to defy the order of 
the court by calling attention to the violation of fundamental rights of 
citizens, but he hoped thereby to arouse the public judgment and con- 
science in furtherance of securing remedial legislation at the hands of the 
only power possessing it—that is, the Congress of the United States. 

What other method is open to the people of our country for remedial 
legislation from fancied or real wrongs than by a public discussion of our 
contentions through the press and upon the platform. 

Some carping critics have said, ‘‘why not obey the terms of the in- 
junction until the courts of last resort shall have rendered their decision?’’ 

We answer that such a course was absolutely impossible. It would 
have perverted and suppressed the lawful proceedings of a convention of 
the American Federation of Labor, a lawful gathering and body. It would 
have conceded the surrender of the principles of freedom of speech and of 
the press. It would have deprived the men of labor of the right of calling 
the wrong to the attention of the people, aye, it would have prevented the 
men of labor even from making an appeal to Congress or from giving the 
grounds or furnishing the arguments upon which they base their claims 
for congressional relief. It must be remembered that the defendants, 
their friends, sympathizers, agents and attorneys were enjoined from 
mentioning directly or indirectly, in printing, in writing, or by word of 
mouth, the original grievance, the original \contention, the injunction, or 
anything in connection therewith. 

But let us see whether the contentions of the critics to whom we refer 
are justified. A case in point is recalled. About twenty-one years ago the 
city council of Lincoln, Nebr., was investigating charges made against a 
police magistrate. The attorneys for the police magistrate secured a tem- 
porary suspension of the investigation and before the investigation was 
resumed, secured from Judge Brewer, then on the circuit bench of the 
United States, an order restraining the city council from the removal of 
the offending official. The restraining order was made returnable at a date 
about two months away. If the council had obeyed the injunction, 
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considerable time would have elapsed, and then if the temporary injunction 
had been made permanent, an appeal would have been taken, and by the 
time the magistrate’s term had expired a final decision might not have 
been secured. The mayor and council, convinced that Judge Brewer’s in- 
junction interfered with the constitutional rights of the city authcrities, 
continued to perform their duties, made the investigation, and removed 
the official. Judge Brewer cited these officers for contempt, imposed a fine 
of $600 on some and $50 on two others. The condemned men, with only 
one exception, refused to pay the fine and were sent to prison. An appeal 
was taken to the circuit court of the United States, which decided that 
Judge Brewer exceeded his authority in issuing the injunction and de- 
clared it void—that is, the defendants acted within their rights in refusing 
to obey the order. The defendants were thereupon discharged. The one 
member of the council, who, because of ill health paid the fine rather than 
go to jail, was reimbursed by an appropriation made by the Congress of the 
United States (United States Court Reports, ‘‘ex parte; in the matter of 
Andrew J. Sawyer et al., petitioners,’ volume 124, page 200). 

Let us briefly quote other authorities. Here is one of great im- 
portance. 

“A party can not be adjudged guilty of contempt for disobeying 
an order which the court had no power to make.”’ (People vs. O’ Neill, 
47 Cal., 109; Ex parte Thatcher, 7 IIll., 1671; Walton vs. Develing, 61 III., 
201; Lester vs. People, 150 Ill., 408; 41 L. R. A., 375; Ex parte Grace, 
42 Iowa; 79 Am. Dec., 529.) 

We wish to call special attention to our exact position in relation to 
the charge of contempt. We hold that we can not be guilty of a violation 
of the injunction, because the injunction being in contravention of the 
constitution is therefore null and void. We could not very well violate 
an injunction which has no constitutional standing or existence. Hence, 
we can not be in contempt. It does not seem that it should be considered 
evidence of violation of the injunction to publish the fact that the injunc- 
tion has been issued and to point out what it enjoins or prohibits. 

To charge us with contempt because the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST 
was delivered by mail to some distant points after the undertaking (which 
put the injunction in force) was filed is making the post office an accessory. 

The injunction became operative December 23, 1907, when the Buck’s 
Stove and Range Company filed the bond required by the court. The 
January issue of the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST was in the mails before 
that date. It will be clearly observed that we had no means of knowing 
when the required bond would be filed or that it would be filed at all. It 
is rather far-fetched to hold, because we mailed a magazine we had a right 
to mail that we become guilty of violation of the injunction because it was 
delivered after the injunction was in force, especially as we had no means of 
knowing when the injunction would become operative. 

We had a right to disregard the injunction in those particulars, of the 
right of free press and free speech, but we realized at all times that we did 
so at our peril—that is, the peril of being judged guilty of contempt and 
of receiving the most extreme sentence which any judge might impose. 
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All this has happened. We realized from the beginning that we might 
have to sacrifice our personal liberty in order to defend the liberties of the 
people of our country. We have no complaint to make on personal 
grounds. We stand ready and willing to serve the sentence imposed if the 
higher courts shall so adjudge. 

We have not asked, and will not ask, for clemency, and we hope our 
friends will not urge us to pursue such acourse. Loving liberty as freemen 
do—as we do—it can not be difficult to appreciate what incarceration in a 
prison would mean to us. To ask pardon would render useless all the trial 
and sacrifice which our men of labor, and our friends in all walks of life 
have endured, that the rights and the liberties of our people might be 
restored. 

To ask for a pardon would settle no principle involved, would restore no 
right, would protect no threatened liberty. Such a pardon would only 
leave the whole case in confusion, and it would have to be fought over 
again from the beginning. 

Let no one imagine for a moment that the principles involved in this 
case can be settled until they are settled right. Let those who wish to 
know the feelings aroused by this decision among the men of labor—aye, 
among our people in all walks of life—read the extracts we publish else- 
where in this issue from the thousands of letters and telegrams which have 
poured in to us since the sentence. 

Lawyers, doctors, ministers of the gospel, men of wealth and leisure, 
business men representing great interests, patriotic private citizens, associa- 
tions and organizations representing manifold uplifting activities—all these 
join with our men of labor in pledging sympathy, co-operation, and finan- 
cial assistance until the constitutional rights of free press and free speech 
shall emerge from the censorship and prohibition established by Justice 
Gould’s injunction and Justice Wright’s sentence. 

We have space for the publication of comparatively few extracts from 
the enormous number of letters received, yet the perusal of them thrills 
the heart and stirs the soul and makes even the most unemotional reader 
feel that the fires of patriotism still burn brightly in the hearts of our peo- 
ple. Many, many men have expressed the wish that they could serve the 
prison sentence for us. Laborers write, pledging from the pittance they 
receive, their last dollar to otir legal defense. 

More significant than even the pledges of personal devotion are the 
assurances from many sources that if we are immured behind the prison 
walls there stand others ready to carry on the struggle for justice and 
right—aye, even until all the prisons shall be filled. 

We sincerely trust that our country may be spared a prolonged and 
bitter struggle for the preservation of the rights and liberties for which 
our patriotic forefathers fought; but should such a struggle be precipitated 
the responsibility will rest with those who attempted to abolish the right of 
free speech and free press—not with those who resisted the usurpation for 
humanity’s sake. 

The full significance of this decision of Justice Wright’s should sink 
deep into the hearts and minds of our people. We believe that the people 
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of this country will not submit to have their constitutional liberties sup- 
pressed by a judge-made order. 

We are not disrespectful to the courts when we protest against a wrong 
decision, rather are we helping the courts to maintain their proper dignity 
by pointing out when a judge steps from the path of dignity and right and 
justice. 

We of the labor movement stand second to none in our reverence for 
the free institutions of our country, and we are at one with the best thinkers 
and writers who helped to mold the glorious destinies of this country, 
when we point out the danger of judicial usurpation and invasion. 

Thomas Jefferson said: 

It has long been my opinion, and I have never shrunk from its expression, that 
the germ of dissolution of our federal government is in the judiciary, an irresponsible 
body working like gravity, by day and by night, gaining a little today and gaining a 
little tomorrow, and advancing its noiseless step like a thief over the field of jurisdic- 
tion until all shall be usurped. ; 

Are not his fears being verified by recent events ? 

Daniel Webster said: 

Given a free press, we may defy open or insidious enemies of liberty. It instructs 
the public mind and animates the spirit of patriotism. Its loud voice suppresses every- 
thing which would raise itself against the public liberty, and its blasting rebuke causes 
incipient despotism to perish in the bud. 

Have we said anything more fervent in defense of a free press? 

George Washington, referring to freedom of the press in his message, 
1792, said: 

There is no resource so firm for the government of the United States as the affec- 
tion of the people, guided by an enlightened policy; and to this primary good nothing 
can conduce more than a faithful representation of public proceedings, diffused without 
restraint throughout the United States. 

James Madison wrote: 

The freedom of the press as one of the bulwarks of liberty, shall be inviolable. 

™ The attempt to suppress constitutional liberty will not succeed in the 
long run. We will still have our Miltons with their appeals for liberty and 
our Garrisons and Phillips with their crusade for human freedom. 

There will be more Patrick Henrys and Washingtons and Jeffersons 
and Lincolns, to carry forward the world-old ‘human struggle for liberty. 
In all humility, yet if necessary, we shall be proud to tread in the footsteps 
of;that long and splendid procession, winding down the ages of those who 
have suffered that the torch of human liberty might be passed from hand to 
hand and thus reach down not only to the people of our own time, but to 


the countless millions yet unborn. 





“Yin another portion of this issue we publish in full Justice Wright’s 
decision finding Samuel Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank Morrison 
guilty of violating the injunction obtained by the Buck’s Stove and Range 
Company. We republish the decision from 7he Washington Law Reporter, 
the official paper of the court. The AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST is printed 
at the same office, so we are able to reproduce Justice Wright’s decision in 
the original type as used in the official printed decision. There were a few 
typographical errors in the original decision, but for the sake of accurate 
reproduction we refrain from correcting them, 
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EpitoriAL Notes. 


All through the country the people in all walks of life have expressed 
and manifested their sympathy and indignation at the decision and sen- 
tences imposed upon Mitchell, Morrison, and Gompers. We are justified in 
assuring all our fellow workers and friends that the respect and confidence 
manifested is not misplaced. If the ‘‘powers that be’’ want their pound of 
flesh, they will find no yellow streaks in it. 

Gompers, Morrison, and Mitchell will fight to the end for the principles 
of liberty, equality before the law and human freedom. 

Everyone has urged that the contempt case and the original injunction 
be contested, even up to the highest court in the land, and that every 
effort be made to secure legislative relief at the hands of Congress. 

All this the American Federation of Labor and Gompers, Mitchell, 
and Morrison stand ready and willing to do, abiding by whatever conse- 
quences may ensue. 

But these men are not monied men, and the American Federation 
of Labor is not a monied institution. 

On another page is published an appeal for financial contributions for 
the legal defense, appeals before the courts, and the prosecution of the 
rights of free speech, free press, and free association. It must be remem- 
bered that these rights can not be secured unless the means are provided and 
provided by the workers themselves and such of the liberty-loving people 
who may feel the keenest interest. The late Mrs. Ira Stewart said: 

‘‘Sympathy without relief 
Is like mustard without beef.’’ 

It is suggested that, apart from the direct appropriation of the workers 
themselves, that committees might be selected to call upon friends of the 
cause of justice and liberty and secure their sympathetic co-operation and 
contributions. 

Whatever is done should be done promptly and generally. It is not 
labor alone which is now involved. The constitutional guarantees of free 
press—free speech—free assemblage are menaced. 

The Republic of Washington, Jefferson, and Lincoln shall not perish 
from the face of the earth. Labor proposes to hand it down, with its fun- 
damental principles of liberty unimpaired, aye, improved, to the unborn 
generations of valiant American sovereigns. 





Stick to your union, boys. 
God Almighty hates a quitter. 
Stick, stick, stick! 
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A CALL FOR FUNDS 


For the Defense of the Appeals in the Pending Injunction 
Proceedings Against the American Federation of Labor. 


AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR HEADQUARTERS, 
423-425 G STREET N. W., WASHINGTON, D. C., 
January 18, 1909. 
To Organized Labor, Its Friends and Sympathizers, Greeting: 


The American Federation of Labor, as its name signifies, is a voluntary body composed of national, 
international, and local unions, each of which attends to its own trade business, financial and other- 
wise, and retains its complete and individual authority and autonomy, while the relationship and pur- 
pose of the Federation to the affiliated bodies is to assist them in carrying out trade betterment, to take 
the initiative in introducing and urging the passage of desirable legislation, and to promote the general 
welfare. It is thus seen that the American Federation of Labor can not be considered as holding or 
having funds in the ordinary routine of its bnsiness for unusual purposes. A most unusual and im- 
portant event has occurred in which extra funds are essential, and an earnest appeal for financial aid is 
herewith made to you, which will no doubt meet with your prompt and liberal response. 


You know that Samuel Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank Morrison 
have been declared guilty of violating an injunction issued by the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia, and that Justice Wright, of that court, 
has sentenced them to terms of imprisonment of twelve, nine, and six 
months, respectively. Pending an appeal they are out on bail. The 
original injunction issued on the application of the Buck’s Stove and Range 
Company has been appealed to the Court of Appeals of the District of 
Columbia, and we have authorized our attorneys also to take an appeal 
against Justice Wright’s decision. 

We hold that Messrs. Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison have not vio- 
lated the terms of the injunction, but instead have exercised their right 
of free press and free speech. These are cardinal principles guaranteed by 
the constitution of our country and by our states, and to the maintenance 
and perpetuity of which we pledge and will exert our every effort. 

As stated, there are now two appeals pending. One upon the original 
injunction and the other from Justice Wright’s decision. Should an ad- 
verse decision be reached in either, or both appeals, it will be essential to 
make further appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States. Surely 
no member of organized labor or other fair-mined man can rest content 
unless the principles involved in these cases are determined by the highest 
tribunal in our land. 

We have already expended large sums in these cases, and the plaintiff's 
attorneys have not only boasted of causing such large expenditures on our 
part, but have asserted ‘‘there are more to come.’’ 





150 AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST 


We have exceptionally able attorneys in Honorable Alton B. Parker 
and Messrs. Ralston and Siddons, who will carry the cases to their logical 
and final conclusion, but ample funds must be provided to permit this to 
be done. 

From the expressions of our fellow-workers and friends in all walks of 
life we find that they are in absolute accord with us in the determined 
stand taken by Messrs. Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison in the assertion 
of their and our inalienable rights of free press and free speech and the 
determination that these cases be pressed to final conclusion. Of course, we 
will fight for our rights through every legitimate and constitutional chan- 
nel which our system of legislation and law procedure permits, to rectify 
the injustice of which we complain, and in the meantime, in having these 
cases appealed and determined, we are confident that we are pursuing the 
course which commends itself to the men of labor and other friends of 
human justice. 

Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty. In order to permit of proper 
defense of liberty and freedom as guaranteed to all citizens, WE APPEAL 
TO ALL LABOR AND TO ALL FRIENDS, to make financial contributions for 
legal defense in these cases before the courts. President Gompers and his 
colleagues are on trial for your rights co-equally with their own, and every 
liberty-loving citizen in or out of the ranks of labor should consider this 
situation and appeal as their own personal concern, and response should be 
made accordingly. 

Upon the injunction abuse, the Denver convention of the American 
Federation of Labor declared, ‘‘That we will exercise all the rights and 
privileges guaranteed to us by the constitution and laws of our country, 
and insist that it is our duty to defend ourselves at all hazards.’’ This 
appeal for funds is issued in accordance with that declaration. 

Send all contributions to FRANK MorRISON, Secretary of the Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor, 423 G street northwest, Washington, D. C., 
who will acknowledge and receipt for the same and make due accounting 
thereof. 

Sincerely and fraternally yours, 
Sam’t Gompers, President, 

Attest: FRANK MORRISON, Secrefary, 

JAMES DuNCAN, First Vice-President, 
JOHN MITCHELL, Second Vice-President, 
JAmES O’CONNELL, Third Vice-President, 
Max Morris, Fourth Vice-President, 
D. A. Haves, Fifth Vice-President, 
Won. D. Huser, Sixth Vice-President, 
Jos. F. VALENTINE, Seventh Vice-President, 
Joun R. Atpine, Zighth Vice-President, 
Joun B. LENNON, 7veasurer, 

Executive Council, 

American Federation of Labor. 
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WHY SENTENCE SHOULD Not BE PASSED. 


[Continued from page 129,] 


have suffered than I. It is true that I do not be- 
lieve that there is a man alive who would chafe 
more under restraint of his liberty than I would, 
but if I can not discuss grave problems, great 
questions in which the people of our country are 
interested, if a speech made by me on the public 
rostrum during a political campaign after the close 
of the taking of the testimony in this case, if the 
speeches in furtherance of great principle, of a 
great right are to be held against me, I shall not 
only have to dut J shall be willing to bear the 
consequences. 

I say this to you, your honor, I would not have 
you to believe me to be a man of defiant charac- 
ter, in disposition, in conduct. Those who know 
me, and know me best, know that that is not my 
makeup; but in the pursuit of honest convictions, 
conscious of having violated no law, and in fur- 
therance of the common interests of my fellow- 


men I shall not only have to but be willing to 
submit to whatever sentence your honor may im- 


pose. 

Mr. Mitchell: If your honor pleases, nothing that 
has been said by Mr. Gompers or may be said by 
Mr. Morrison and myself will have at all to do 
with the conclusion that you have reached or are 
about to reach. I wish you to know that I thor- 
oughly and unreservedly endorse what Mr. Gom- 
pers has said, and I should like to adopt his ex- 
pressions as my own. 

Mr. Morrison: Your honor, I would simply say, 
as has been stated by Mr. Mitchell, that I endorse 
what has been said by President Gompers. 

I am conscious of committing no wrong or hav- 
ing in any way violated the law; and it is my be- 
lief that in every act that I have committed I have 
exercised my rights under the Constitution and 
laws of this land, of which I am a citizen. 





DISTRICT AND GENERAL ORGANIZERS. 


Number Commissioned Organizers, American 
Federation of Labor, 987. 


District No. i.—Eastern. 


Comprising the states of Maine, Vermont, New 
Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, and the Province of New Brunswick, 
Canada. 


Organizer, John A. Flett. 


District No. Il.—Middle. 


Comprising the states of New York, New Jer- 
sey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the Province of Quebec, 
Canada. 

Organizers, Herman Robinson, Hugh Frayne, 
W. C. Hahn, Stuart Reid, A. L.. Eichelberger. 


District No. Ill.—Southern. 


_ Comprising the states of Virginia, North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Kentucky, 
Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana. 

Organizer, James Leonard. 


District No. 1V.—Central. 


Comprising the states of West Virginia, Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin. 


Organizers, J. J. Fitzpatrick, Cal. Wyatt, J. D. 
Pierce, Thos. H. Flynn, Jas. E. Roach. 


District No. V.—Northwestern. 
Comprising the states of Minnesota, Iowa, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, and Manitoba. 
Organizer, Emmet T. Flood. 


District No. Vl.—Southwestern. 
Comprising the states of Missouri, Kansas, Texas, 
Oklahoma, and Arkansas. 
Organizers, Henry M. Walker, Jacob Tazelaar. 


District No. Vil.—Inter-Mountain. 
Comprising the states of Montana, Wyoming, 
Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, and Idaho. 


Organizer, M. Grant Hamilton. ‘ 


District No. Ill.—Pacific Coast. 


Comprising the states of Nevada, Alaska, Wash- 
ington, Oregon, California, and the Province of 
British Columbia. 

Organizers, C. O. Young, Arthur A. Hay, Will- 
iam E. Terry. 


Porto Rico.—Santiago Iglesias. 
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RINGING PROTESTS. 


Extracts From Letters and Telegrams Received From People in all Walks 
of Life, Commenting on Justice Wright’s Decision Which Sen- 
tenced Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison to Prison for 
Twelve, Nine, and Six Months, for Their De- 
fense of Free Speech and Free Press. 


{In publishing extracts from a number of letters and telegrams which follow herein, we assure our 
readers that they form but a very small part of the thousands which have come to us since the some- 
what ‘‘famous”’ decision and sentences imposed upon Samuel Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank 
Morrison, respectively, to twelve, nine, and six months imprisonment by Justice Wright. It was ex- 
ceedingly difficult to select those contributions which should be printed in this issue of the AMERICAN 
FEDERATIONIST and to hold others for the next and later issues. In coming toa conclusion consid- 
eration had to be given to the space at our disposal for this matter, and to include as many as possible 
in that space. Hence, brevity in the communications was an important element. We commend these 
expressions from men in all walks of life tothe careful consideration of our fellow-workers and friends, 
They will be found ‘mighty interesting reading.’’ Those communications which we will publish in 


future issues, will be found to be fully up to the standard of anything given here.—Ep. ] 


VINCENNES, IND., Dec. 30, 1908. 
Hon. SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
Washington. D. C.: 

I regret to hear of the adverse decision of the 
court in your case. It is a serious blow to free 
speech and press. I see you are going to appeal 
and I hope you have preserved the right of trial 
by jury in the case, sothat the question may be 
presented for review to the Supreme Court of the 
U.S. There is no doubt when that question is 
properly presented it will hold that a party 
charged as you men, with indirect contempt, is 
entitled to his constitutional right. It can not be 
denied him. Public feeling is very high on the 
matter and in favor of all three of you in this 
section. 

Very truly yours, W. A. CULLOP, 

Attorney at Law. 


PITTSBURG, PA., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Messrs. GOMPERS, MITCHELL and MORRISON, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Sorry to read decision. You did your duty in 
testing law. Glad you are taking appeal. 
W. J. BRYAN. 


OAKLAND, IowA, Dec. 26, 1908. 
President GOMPERS. 

DEAR SrR: Accept my sincere regrets for you 
and your associates for such an un-American de- 
cision rendered by Judge Wright against you. To 
my view of the decision it is unconstitutional in- 
asmuch as it attempts to hold you for acts which 


were not unlawful, disobeying a court order in 
itself unconstitutional. 

Hope you will besuccessful in the higher court, 
and that the issues raised will be settled in the in- 
terest of labor. 

Yours very truly, Gro. B. CLARK, 

Attorney at Law. 


New York City Central Federated Union. 

WHEREAS, Brothers Gompers, Mitchell, and 
Morrison in performing their duty have neither 
violated any law of state or nation, the contempt 
alleged by Judge Wright being a restraining order 
which would prevert them from exercising their 
rights as guaranteed by the constitution of our 
country, and for exercising those rights they are 
— guilty of contempt of court; therefore, 

it 

Resolved, That the Central Federated Union of 
New York City, in meeting assembled on the above 
date, enters its emphatic protest against sai: de- 
cision, and against any judge-made law; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That a mass meeting or meetings be 
arranged for the purpose of analyzing the opinion 
as rendered by Judge Wright and to protest against 
such decision. 

In addition to the adoption of the foregoing 
resolution, a committee of thirty was appointed 
which immediately organized and will be known 
as the ‘‘Goimpers-Mitchell-Morrison Protest Com- 
mittee,’’ of the Central Federated Uvion of New 
York. It is our purpose to keep all central 
bodies informed as to what action may be taken or 
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arrangements for mass meetings made for the pur- 
pose of voicing Labor’s protest against the decision 
of Judge Wright against our worthy officers. 

It is also our intention to arrange if possible 
that meetings be arranged by all central labor 
bodies ona certain day and these meetings be held 
simu!taneously all over the country. 

HERMAN ROBINSON, 
Sec., Protest Committee, 





FALL RIVER, MAss., Dec. 28, 1908. 

Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERs: Like a great many I 
deeply regret that Mr. Justice Wright should have 
found you, Mr. Mitchell, and Mr. Morrison in con- 
tempt of court. 

Strange as it may be, it seems that in the world’s 
history that the procuring and preservation of 
human rights or personal rights have always been 
accomplished only after bitter and great sacrifices 
You have taken a stand in which all classes in 
later years will reap the benefit; it is a broader 
question than the rights of a union, It is a ques- 
tion whether or not the constitution is today the 
supreme law of the land. 

You were compelled to choose between insisting 
upon your rights under Article I of the amend- 
ments to our constitution, that the freedom of 
speech and of the press be not abridged; or to 
obey an order of a single justice of a court which 
you claim infringes upon your rights under the 
constitution. The answer is self-evident; it re- 
quires no legal arguments to prove that the con- 
stitution of this country is greater than any co- 
ordinate branch of our government, let alone a 
single justice. 

No one who is honest can charge you, Mr. 
Mitchell, or Mr. Morrison with disrespect to the 
courts of our country. I know that you have all 
shown more respect for our courts than ever an em- 
ployer evidenced when his rights were invaded. 

You are fighting for the greatest canse that can 
be expressed in the human language, ‘‘ the liberty 
of man.’’ There can be no liberty without freedom 
of speech and a free press 

DAVID SILVERSTEIN, 
Master in Chancery, 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 





West Virginia State Federation of Labor. 


West Virginia trade unionists join the labor 
world in tendering their humble support to the 
A. F. of L. officials who have been so unjustly 
condemned by Judge Wright. 

FRANK W. SNYDER, 
Sec.-Treas. 





Intl. Alliance of Theatrical Stage Employes. 


Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: I can not express in 
strong enough terms my disgust at the decision of 
the District Supreme Court against yourself and 
colleagues. While this decision if allowed to stand 
May cause yourselvesand dear ones great anxiety, 
and necessary suffering, yet the reaction against 
those enemies of Labor will be a million fold. It 
makes one’s blood boil when such inhuman deci- 
sions are rendered. 

Yours fraternally, LEE M. HART, 
Gen. Sec.-Treas. 
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Minnesota State Federation of Labor. 


I join with thousands of others in our ranks in 
expressing my sympathy to yourself, Mr. Gompers, 
and Mr. Mitchell, for the sacrifice you are making 
in behalf of the cause. The people are so possessed 
by a sordid commercialism that nothing seems to 
arouse them. Gradually the courts are undermin- 
ing the rights of the individual; creeping slowly 
like a thief by night, but working insidiously and 
progressively. Finally we shall find that our 
rights shall have been completely destroyed. 

The fight is worth making. It seems that our 
movement must undergo persecutions. But it 
would not be worth having, if we were not pre- 
pared to suffer for it; yea, even to die for it. They 
had better be careful how they do things. There 
is a limit to patience with everybody. 

W. E. MCEWEN, 
Sec.-Treas, 

Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: I propose to continue 
boycotting the products made by the enemies of 
labor and shall continue to do so publicly regard- 
less of the injunction process. 

JACOB TAZELAAR, 
Organizer, A. F. of L. 








Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: It is my opinion that 
this decision will act as a boomerang on the 
enemies of organized labor and will meet with 
the condemnation of all right-thinking believers 
of freedom of speech. JAMES LEONARD, 

Org., A. F. of L. 





Sec. FRANK MORRISON: Since Judge Wright 
pronounced sentence on President Gompers, John 
Mitchell, and vourself, this section is at fever 
heat. The central body is making arrange- 
ments for big protest meetings. Ten locals of 
miners in North Scranton will meet in protest. 
Organized and unorganized workingmen are 
aroused, I am of the opinion that it will do more 
to organize and solidify organized labor than 
anything that has yet happened. The general 
opinion of all, except Judge Wright and counsel 
for Van Cleave, is that it is an outrage. Well, it 
won’t change any of us in our loyal support of all 
of you. Labor will stand behind you now stronger 
than ever before. HUGH FRAYNE, 

Org., A. F. of L. 





International Longshoremen’s Association. 


Sec. FRANK MORRISON: I wish you to know 
that Messrs. Gompers, Mitchell, and yourself have 
the full confidence and support of this organiza- 
tion; however, we feel that you are going to be 
successful in winning out. Any assistance this or- 
ganization can render will be cheerfully extended. 

T. V. O'CONNOR, 
Acting Pres. 


Louisville (Ky.) Local United Brotherhood of Leather 
Workers. 

Sec. FRANK MORRISON: It is with regret that I 
read of the decision of the courts in the case of 
Brothers Gompers, Mitchell, and yourself and 
that the time will soon come when such outrages 
will be a thing of the past. With best wishes for 
a successful termination of the appeal to be taken. 

C. L. LOWERY, 
Sec.-Treas. 








154 AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST 


United Garment Workers of America. 


Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: Note by the news- 
paper reports that you have appealed from the 
sentence of Justice Wright tothe Court of Appeals, 
and [ trust that your appeal will be acted upon 
favorably and the decision of Justice Wright re- 
versed. If there is anything that the garment 
workers can do toassist in any way, we are at your 
service. B. A. LARGER, 

Gen. Sec. 


Kittanning (Pa.) Union of Brotherhood of Operative Potters. 
Dec. 27, 1908. 
Secretary FRANK MORRISON: Theunion men in 
this vicinity all regret to know that the contempt 
proceedings of Mr. Van Cleave have endangered 
Bro. Mitchell’s, President Gompers’ and your own 
liberty, and are very fearful that little can be ex- 
pected to result from the appeal taken to Supreme 
Court, who have already put themselves on record 
in the Hatters’ case. You have our deepest sym- 
pathies. THOS. J. MUMFORD, Sec. 


Indianapolis (Ind.) Switchmen’s Union. 

We have all read with pain the ruling of Judge 
(Wrong) Wright in the contempt case against the 
Officers of the A. F. of L. and only can hope that 
his ruling will not be able to stand in a final hear- 
ing in a higher body. H. L. Hicks, Sec. 


New York (N. Y.) Grain Workers’ Association. 

I am of the opinion that the ‘‘powers that be’’ 
have overstepped themselves in their anxiety for 
revenge, and the decision will act as a boomerang 
and rebound on our enemies. 

It needed something to arouse organized labor, 
and this will, no doubt, wake up to new activity 
and enlighten the unorganized to the necessity of 
joining with their organized brothers. Keep good 
cheer; the workers of our country will stick. 

ERNEST Boum, Sec. 


Consequences. 
Contempt of court, always a crime, 
By shrewish sentence, thought sublime; 
Honor sustained! Ah, contempt more 
Is fixed on court than was before. 
J. U. RyTRIL, 


Taylorville (Ill.) Central Labor Union. 

Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: Allow me to assure 
you of the hearty support and sympathy of the 
union men of this city in the splendid fight you 
and your co-laborers are making in the interest of 
our common welfare. The right must triumph 
ultimately, though we may seem for a time to be 
the losers in the struggle. 

F. J. WHEELER, Sec. 


Council GROVE, KANS., Dec. 26, 1908, 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: The nation is watching 
this case with the greatest interest. Out of every 
sorrow and tribulation good will yet come. That 
this case may not rest short of the court of final 
resort both official and unofficial, United States 
Supreme Court and the people, is my wish. 
Very truly, FORESTER D. JOSLYN. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Pres. SAMUEI, GOMPERS: Asa fair-minded Ameri- 
can citizen, I congratulate you and your associates 


for the persistent consistency to stand for jus- 
tice. I would rather be inconsistent and obey 
justice and our constitutional right than be con- 
sistent and obey a bad law which sacrifices the true 
principles that we all enjoy as honest citizens. 
ROBERT E. LAYTON. 


HIGHLAND FARM, NOROTON HEIGHTS, CONN.., 

Dec. 24, 1908. 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: Here’s my heart and 
hand. We are with you to the end. The infamous 
decision outrages the most fundamental right of 
republican institutions. You can not allow it to 
become a precedent. It would amount to the final 
destruction of our few remaining liberties. Lead 
the fight as you know how. It will not be Jong 
until the entire nation will understand the full and 
terrible significance of the crime committed against 
Labor. When it does it will fight with you to the 

last ditch. 
Yours ever fraternally, 
ROBERT HUNTER. 


State Referendum League of Maine. 


WATERVILLE, ME., Dec. 25, 1908. 

I feel that I must join with thousands of others 
in sending you an expression of condemnation of 
the decision of Judge Wright, but although the 
decision was brutal and undignified and a travesty 
of justice, I believe it will serve as the means to 
shock the citizenship of the country into a reali- 
zation of the fact that judges are human, that 
their robes serve primarily to clothe ambition 
which is subordinate to corporate and political in- 
fluences rather than to the people’s will. 

Your long service in the interests of Labor, your 
faithfulness to the cause, and the call of duty, 
must bring a greater reward than a felon’s cell or 
indeed there is no such thing as a free people and 
a free government, and the red blood of yve- 
manry. KINGSBURY B. PIPER, 

Secretary. 


WINCHESTER, MASS., Dec. 25, 1908. 

I wish to extend to you, and through you to Mr. 
Mitchell and Morrison, my sympathy for you all 
at thistime. Be of good courage, right will prevail. 
I hope I may be of some heip to you and the 
cause. WHITFIELD TUCK. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Pres. SAMUEI GOMPERS. 
DEAR FRIEND: If Jesus Christ had never been 
crucified the United States would be pagan today. 
GABRIEL EDMONSTON 


People’s Rule League of America. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., Dec. 23, 1908. 

Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: I believe that you have 
done the right thing. Doubtless the future of 
society is safe, but how are the needed changes to 
be brought about? 

Evidently the reforms in the system of govern- 
ment itself are to go on, and then through a peo- 
ple’s government the problems will be satisfac- 
torily settled. GEORGE H. SHIBLEY, 

President. 
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Anti-Imperialist League. 

Boston, Mass., Dec. 26, 1908. 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS: I hope that by no means 
you will accept a pardon, though it seems an easy 
matter for me to say so, but it _ to bea 
sacred duty, considering the attitude which you 
have assumed, to get the highest judicial decision 
obtainable. If it is in your favor, all will be well. 
If it should be against you, your martyrdom will 
without doubt bring about the repeal of the ini- 
quitous statute which perhaps could be effected 

in no other way. ERVING WINSLOW. 





HORNELL, N. Y., Dec. 24, 1908, 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS: Your sentence causes a 
blush of shame for every ‘‘true’’ American who 
prides himself that he ‘‘Aas”’ lived in a free country. 
E. J. Cox, City Clerk. 





Boston, MAss., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: I will not at this time 
attempt to say more than you have my sincerest 
sympathy. ‘‘ Whom the gods would destroy they 
first make mad.’’ H. LLoyp. 





League of Peace. 
NEw YORK, N. Y., Dec. 24, 1908. 

I have just read the account of your sentence 
and that of your two associates, Mr. John Mitchell 
and Mr. Frank Morrison, by the Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia, and your splendid answer 
made on the occasion. 

Let me say to you three gentlemen that out of 
what you are suffering today may, will come a 
fruiting for the great cause of human uplift, to 
which you are giving the full measure of devotion, 
far beyond the possibility of the mind of man at 
this time to conceive. 

WILLIAM O. MCDOWELL. 





United Mine Workers of America. 

Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: In my opinion there is 
nothing that any person or persons could do that 
would lend the same impetus to the labor move- 
ment of this country as the drastic and uncalled 
for decision sentencing yourself and colleague’s to 
jail. W. D. Ryan, Secy. 





United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners. 

MT. VERNON, IND. 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: It is with profound 
regret that I learn of the sentence passed upon 
you and brothers Mitchell and Morrison. Accept 

my hearty sympathy at this time. 
JAMES H. KREUTZINGER, 
Organizer. 





SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., Jan. 1, 1909, 

Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: Warm greetings to 
you and “‘more power to your elbows.’’ Let there 
be no appeal for ‘‘clemency”’ or ‘‘ pardon.” You 
have done nothing to warrant such an appeal; but 
let the demand of all the people be for justice, and 
that judicial tyranny shall no longer prevail in 
this so-called ‘‘land of the free.”’ 

I shake your hands across the continent, con- 
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gratulate you, doff my hat, and have the honor to 
salute you as workers for the rights of man. 
JAMES H. BARRY, 
Editor, The Star. 





Hand-and-Hand Society. 

NEw YorK CITY, Jan. 6, 1909. 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS: We have read with 
sympathy for you the accounts for which you are 
being held, and wish to offer our assistance to you, 
our brother of the Hand-and-Hand Society. We 
heartily approve of your stand and herewith wish 
to censure our courts of justice in sacrificing a 

man’s liberty for the wrongs of others. 
Henry Lev, Sec. 





Dock and General Workers’ Union of Great Britain. 
LONDON, ENGLAND, Dec. 26, 1908. 

Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: I send you in behalf 
of the executive of the dockers’ union our heart- 
felt sympathy in the temporary loss you have sus- 
tained in the detention of your officers, Messrs. 
Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison, in prison. 

Both the law and its administration appears to 
be bad, and it must come home to the workmen of 
America that a fierce class war exists, and that 
judges merely utilize their function to do evil to 
the toilers whenever a question of workman vs. 
employers is concerned. 

I trust sincerely no harm will come to those who 
are bearing the burden of imprisonment, the re- 
sult must certainly be to the advantage of the 
workers in opening their eyes to the one-sidedness 
of the law and the fact that monopoly intends to 
utilize all forms and powers of governments to 
work their own ends. Great indignation is felt in 
this country at the outrage on the right of organi- 
zation. 

The British send protest against the maladmin- 
istration of your law and the incarceration of you 
leaders. BEN TILLET, Sec. 





Typographical Association, England. 

Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: Although I am not 
sufficiently familiar with your laws to form an 
opinion concerning the verdict of the court, the 
sentences imposed strike me as being extremely 
vicious. I am glad to know you are going to ap- 
peal to the higher court, and I trust that the ac- 
tion of the district court will arouse the organized 
workers of America to such vigorous and emphatic 
demonstrations of their indignation that the 
Federal Supreme Court will deem it best not to 
fly in the face of the American labor movement, 
and that you and your colleagues will not have 
to suffer the infliction of an unjust penalty for 
your faithful and courageous services to Labor’s 
cause. 

I have no hesitation in saying that the verdict 
of the district court will be received by the trades 
unionists of the United Kingdom with feelings of 
astonishment and indignation. 

H. SKINNER, Sec. 





New York National Federation of Post Office Clerks. 


Sec. FRANK MORRISON: Permit me to extend 
congratulations of New York Post Office Clerks 
upon the stand taken by yourself and Messrs. 
Gompers and Mitchell in the court proceedings of 
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the Buck’s Stove and Range Company. The ulti- 

mate result will be a victory for Labor, awakening, 

as it were, the mass who labor for a living. 
ALBERT B. RossDALE, Pres. 


Spokane (Wash.) Federal Labor Union. 


Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: I beg to congratulate 
you most heartily for the noble stand you took in 
the late campaign and on the grand fight your- 
self, Morrison and Mitchell, are making for Labor 
against the court injunctions. I surmise that if 
the courts had been as bold in 1897, when you, 
Ratchford and myself, went against Judge Jack- 
son’s injunction at Fairmount, W. Va., as they 
are now, we would all three of us still be in jail. 

J. R. SOVEREIGN, Sec. 


Lancaster (Pa.) Central Labor Union. 


First. The decision of the Supreme Court of the 
District of Columbia, sentencing Samuel Gompers, 
Frank Morrison, and John Mitchell to jail isin 
theory and in fact an indictment of Labor, and so 
intended. 

Second. The decision of the aforesaid Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia is in theory and 
in fact an attack upon free speech, free press, the 
right of assemblage, trial by jury, and the right to 
organize for self-preservation. 

Third. As the fundamental laws of this gov- 
ernment guarantee the right of free speech, free, 
press, the right of assemblage, and trial by jury, 
the action of said court is in direct violation of the 
basic laws of these United States of America. 


International Molders’ Union of North America. 


CINCINNATI, OHIO, Dec. 24, 1908. 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

Judge Wright’s opinion and sentence are fla- 
grantly unjust and reactionary. Your statement 
in court was to the point. You are in the right, 
and in this case you are representing the wage- 
earners’ most essential rights. The officers of the 
International Molders’ Union will stand by you 
and the others involved to the finish and give every 
support at their command. 

Jos. F. VALENTINE, 
General President, 
Seventh Vice-President, A. F. of L. 


United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners. 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND., Dec. 26, 1908. 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

I want to say in plain and unequivocal language, 
that that decision is an outrage on justice and a 
bastardizing of our American institutions of free 
speech and free press. It is said in the scriptures 
that ‘‘the Lord tempers the wind for the shorn 
lamb,’’ but in the decision Justice Wright did not 
temper justice with mercy. I want you to appeal 
this case, and I want to assure you in advance 
that we are back of you in anything you may do 
toward having this decision reversed, if such a 
thing is possible. 

WILLIAM D. HUBER, 
General President, 
Sixth Vice-President, A. F. of L. 
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Granite Cutters’ International Association of America. 
QuINCcy, MAss., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

About Judge Wright’s decision, he evidently 
went considerably out of the ordinary way of 
delivering an opinion, to lecture the officers of 
labor organizations and to berate organized labor. 

It is truly surprising how long it takes to elimi- 
nate from the judicial mind the fact that the mas- 
ter and servant idea is not a component portion of 
a democracy. The whole gist of Judge Wright’s 
decision seems to hit at the idea that working 
people should have nothing to say about that por- 
tion of anemployer’s property which he designates 
as ‘‘business.’’ The theme which runs through 
his decision would have fitted fairly well to condi- 
tions as they existed in the fifteenth century in 
Great Britain and in Europe, but in our day, with 
democratic and popular government, to still have 
the idea that because a man is a workingman he 
must ‘‘serve’’ and take whatever conditions his 
master, the employer, may give, is truly surpris- 
ing. I have never known or heard of such mani- 
fest bitterness as Judge Wright has displayed in 
this instance. JAMES DUNCAN, 

International Secretary- Treasurer, 
First Vice-President, A. F. of L. 


Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association. 
PHILADELPHIA, Pa., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

The language and action of the court toward 
yourself, Brothers Mitehell and Morrison, was un- 
expected by me, and I feel very sorry. Still, I 
hardly think that any of you desire sympathy, 
although I believe you have the sympathy of the 
great mass of people in this country. However, 
the struggle is now on, and will continue until 
labor has been freed from the abuse of the injunc- 
tion, and the unjust discrimination of the courts, 
which I believe was evidenced by the venom which 
Justice Wright injected into his decision. 

I approve of every word said by yourself and 
colleagues before the court. You spoke for organ- 
ized labor, and you spoke for me. I want to see 
the case appealed to the highest tribunal, and in 
this undertaking, and in the ordeal through which 
yourself, Brothers Mitchell and Morrison are now 
passing, you have my sincere sympathy and sup- 
port, and I feel sure that I can say the same for 
the glass bottle blowers of America. 

DENIS A. HAYES, 
President, 
Fifth Vice-President, A. F. of L. 


Journeymen Tailors’ Union of America. 
BLOOMINGTON, ILL., Dec. 24, 1908 
SAMUEL GOMPERS, JOHN MITCHELL, AND FRANK 
MORRISON. 

My DEAR FRIENDS: When I read yesterday 
evening’s paper, for an instant the thought came 
over me as to whether the sacrifices made by 
my grandfather at Lexington and Bunker Hill and 
through the Revolutionary War in establishing or 
helping to establish this great republic were worth 
while or not, and whether the really distinguished 
service that my father rendered in sweeping chat- 
tel slavery from off the face of this continent was 
of real and lasting benefit to the human race. If 
these things that have gone before are now to be set 
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at naught and the sacrifices that have been made 
by men in the past who love their fellow-men can be 
abrogated and destroyed by the attack of a judge, 
then truly Jefferson was right when he declared 
that the danger to our free institutions lay in the 
construction of our courts. 

My feeling is covefed by the simple assertion 
that the judge is either a creature and tool of the 
great capitalistic interest of our times or else that 
he is an ignoramus; and so far as I am concerned 
he is welcome to apply either horn of this dilemma 
to himself. These are times when the men who 
are trying as best they know how to serve hu- 
manity must stand out boldly for what they 
believe, let the consequences be what they may. I 
know that we are not criminals and the declara- 
tion of no court can make us such. If the courts 
don’t like it, they can fill the jails of Washington 
with the labor men of this country, the great 
United States. The judge’s comments as to what 
the constitution means in its reference to frée 
speech and a free press to me are simply ri- 
diculous. 

History will place your names on the roll of 
honor with those men who have made real sacri- 
fices for human uplift. As a descendant of a Rev- 
olutionary grandsire, as an American, as a lover 
of free people and free children, I extend to you 
my highest esteem and regards. No court deci- 
sion can make you criminals at the bar of public 
opinion. 

I remain your friend and brother, 
JOHN B. LENNON, 
Secretary, 
Treasurer, A. F. of L. 





The Retail Clerks’ International Protective Association. 
DENVER, CoLo., December 24, 1908. 
While not surprised at the decision of the court, 
I must confess that the severity of the sentence 
stunned me. It goes without saying that my heart 
goes out to you. 
My time, my money, and all I possess are at your 
disposal. 
Max MorrIs, 
Secretary, 
Fourth Vice-President, A. F. of L. 





American Federation of Musicians. 
CoLuUMi'Us, OHIO, 12-29, ’08. 
Monnett, Val Fitzpatrick and myself are willing 
to take three months each of that sentence, when 
itis served. ‘‘Lay on Mac Duff.” 
GEORGE W. BoPE, 
Attorney, American Federation of Musicians. 





INDIANAPOLIS, IND., Jan. 2, 1909. 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR MR. GoMPERsS: I wish to express my 
surprise and indignation at the sentence imposed 
upon yourself and Mr. Mitchell, and Mr. Morri- 
son. I had thought that they might go so far as to 
impose a fine—which would, of course, have been 
unjust—but I did not think for a minute that they 
would have added a prison sentence. I quite 
agree with several of those who have written to 
you, that this would have changed some things 
in this country if it had occurred a couple of 
months ago. I donot knowof anything that has oc- 
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curred in public life for some time that created the 
sensation that this decision did, especially — 
business men who up to this time have not seeme 
to take much interest in such matters. I ho 
that your appeal to the higher courts will be suc- 
cessful. 

M. B. EAstT. 





Local No. 985, Brotherhood of Carpenters. 
Gaky, IND., Dec. 28, 1908. 

We, an authorized committee of Gary Local 
No. 985, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners of America, hereby extend to you our 
heartiest support and approbation for the efforts 
that you have made and are now putting forth for 
the defense of free speech and the laboring world. 

We heartily condemn the sentence that was 
imposed upon you with such malignant and 
virulent bitterness while those of the capitalistic 
class can commit greater offenses and are either 
punished by that which affects them the least, a 
fine, or not noticed at all, and from one who is 
bound by his oath of office to administer the law 
to all citizens equally for like offenses. 

Assuring you of Gary Local No. 985’s loyalty, 
we remain, 

Yours fraternally, Joun T. HEwIrTvr. 

FRANK F. FISHER. 
W. W. Dicks. 





Local Union, No. 679, United Mine Workers of America. 
LEAVENWORTH, KANns., Dec. 28, 1908. 

I extend to you through our local our sincere 
regrets and sympathy for you in the decision 
recently handed down in your contempt case. 
Wishing you speedy vindication, I am, 

Very sincerely and fraternally yours, 
CHARLES HAMLINE, 
Rec. Secy. 





United Hatters of North America. 
NEw YORK CiTy, Dec. 29, 1908. 
The decision of Mr. Justice Wright in the con- 
tempt proceedings against yourself, Mitchell, and 
Morrison has so upset me that I could not trust 
myself to give my opinion on the outrageous and 
vindictive attitude of Wright, not only in the im- 
position of the sentences but of his personal 
attack upon you and your colleagues; but will 
write an opinion as soon as I again regain my 
normal mental condition. It is gratifying to read 
the editorials in the eastern papers, particularly, 
in some of those papers who were antagonistic to 
the cause of labor heretofore, when they take up 
and defend the attitude of yourself and colleagues 
standing on your constitutional rights for free 
speech and free press. It is alsogratifying to learn 
that not only the members of labor organizations 
in this section of the country, but citizens gener- 
ally, are discussing this question everywhere 
where two or three men can get together; and to 
know that their sympathies are with you and your 
colleagues. JoHN A. MOFFITT, 
President. 
GUTHRIE, OKLA., December 26, 1908. 
The decision just handed down in the case of 
Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison is a travesty 
upon justice, that, in my judgment, will be re- 
sented by the organized workers of our day and 
time. 
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Your stand for 
against injustice, injunctions, 
laws, will win finally. 

That justice and principle may triumph over 
corporate greed, corruption, and judge-made laws 
is my most fervent wish. 

HENRY M. WALKER, 
Organizer, A. F. of L. 


principle and the people as 
and judge-made 


Amalgamated Association of Iron, Steel and Tin Workers . 


December 29, 1908. 

Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS: I find the American vo- 
cabulary tooimpoverished tofurnish words to ex- 
press myself properly with reference to the unjust 
and unfair decision of that most ‘‘learned judge.’’ 

In the case of Brothers Mitchell, Morrison, and 
yourself, the bars of prison should have no terrors, 
for they are gilded with the gold of human inter- 
est, and if it is so decreed by those whoassume the 
autocratic powers of being above constitutional 
rights that you and others must suffer for main- 
taining and upholding the principles of human 
liberty, then it will only ada another crown of 
honor to those already worn in the cause. 

I have no sympathy with the efforts of those 
who are crying pardon at this time, that of itself 
implies guilt, and where there is no wrong, perse- 
cution is not guilt. Assuring you and the others 
of my highest regards, believe me to be as ever, 

Yours fraternally, M. F. TIGHE, 
Assistant Secretary. 


Brockton (Mass.) Central Labor Union. 
Resolved by the Brockton Central Labor Union: 
That any power delegated to the courts, by the 
ple, in founding this Government was limited 
y the power explicitly retained by the people in 
whom all power was originally vested and from 
whom all power is derived. 

That freedom of speech and of the press as 
weapons of defence and preservation of American 
liberty were thus retained in the constitution—the 
highest law among Americans; and these weapons 
are to be exercised by the people as a sovereign 
right, and not as a permit by the grace of any 
court. 

That going to jail in America in defence of the 
freedom of speech and of the press or a degradin 
servitude to the whims of a judge who has Secupel 
power is the detestable alternative given to Samuel 
Gompers, John Mitchell, and Frank Morrison, 
and every true American should join them in revolt 
against this unconstitutional decree; for if we have 
reached the time when one judge makes the whole 
and the whole is nothing, we have degenerated to 
a barba rous despotism. 

That as an effective proceeding in protest we 
sugges t— 

First. That the President having taken the oath 
to ‘‘ preserve, protect and defend the constitution 
of the United States.’’ is in duty bound to call for 
the impeachment of Judge Daniel Thew Wright 
for the high crime and misdemeanor of attempt- 
ing to enlarge his power limited by the constitution 
(as above set forth), and in so far, thus attempting 
to nullify the constitution. 

Second. That Congress take action upon the 
initiative of any defender of the constitution in its 
membership, by the passage of a resolution of 
the following or similar tenor: 

“Resolved, That under the constitution and laws 
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of the United States, Judge Daniel Thew Wright 
has no power to enjoin Samuel Gompers, John 
Mitchell, and Frank Morrison from speaking or 
writigg of the unfair treatment of Labor by the 
Buck’s Stove and Range Co.; and, therefore, the 
said judge has no authority to construe such 
speaking or writing as contempt of his court; and 
any penalty inflicted upon such assumption is, 
therefore, null and void; andis herebyso declared.’’ 
Be it further resolved by the Brockton Central 

Labor Union that our committee have full power 
to forward a copy of these resolutions to those who 
should receive them. 

WALTER PRATT, 

THomaAS F. O'LEARY, 

E. GERRY BROWN, 

Committee. 


Local No. 10, Ladies’ Garment Cutters’ Association. 
NEw YORK, N. Y., Dec. 29, 1908. 
Mr. SAMUEL, GOMPERS: 

The following resolution was unanimously 
adopted by the Ladies’ Garment Cutters’ Asso- 
ciation, Local 10, of New York City, Monday, 
December 28, 1908: 

WHEREAS. The decision of Judge Wright in 
sentencing Brothers Gompers, Mitchell, and Mor- 
rison to imprisonment for one year, nine months, 
and six months, respectively, is, in our opinion, 
unjust, and 

WHEREAS, We contend that no judge-made law 
should be employed to deprive American citizens 
of their constitutional rights of free speech and 
free press; therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Amalgamated Ladies’ Gar- 
ment Cutters’ Association, Loca] No. 10, of New 
York City, in meeting assembled Monday, Decem- 
ber 28, 1908, by a unanimous vote enter an em- 

hatic protest against such a decision; and be it* 

urther is 

Resolved, That we assist both morally and finan- 
cially Brothers Gompers, Mitchell, and Morrison 
to legally fight this unjust decision and try to get 
justice where justice is due. 

Fraternally submitted. 

JACOB ZIMMERMAN, 
Recording Secretary. 


Table Knife Grinders’ National Union of North America. 
BRISTOL, CONN , Dec. 29, 1908. 
At a recent meeting of our executive board | 
was directed to write a letter to you expressing 
the indignation felt by our board at the action of 
the court in the case of yourself, Mr Mitchell, 
and Mr. Morrison. But I find myself unable to 
properly express the contempt felt by our mem- 
bers in fitting language. Trusting that my feeble 
attempt will give you an idea of our feelings, I am 
Yours fraternally, 
JoHN GLEASON, Secrelary. 


Journeymen Plumbers, Gas Fitters, and Steam Fitters. 
CHICAGO, ILL., Dec. 28, 1908. 

I need say nothing to you concerning the recen' 
famous or rather infamous decision handed down 
by Judge Wright, since you already know my 
opinion concerning the same, and will simply reit- 
erate the declaration made in my telegrams to you 
that this association stands ready with every 
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ounce of power at its command, financially and 
otherwise, to assist in this fight for human liberty 
and freedom. JOHN R. ALPINE, Pres. 
Eighth Vice-President, 
American Federation of Labor. 


New York Local Boilermakers. 
NEw YORK, N. Y., December 29, 1908. 
Congratulate you on the manly stand taken in 
the contempt case and earnestly hope victory will 
be yours at the end. JOHN J. SWEENEY, 
Secretary. 


Union Labor Journal. 

ERIE, Pa., December 26, 1908. 
Accept my congratulations on the stand you 
have taken in the contempt proceedings. Keep 
up your present attitude. Organized labor will 

not desert you. Right will win. 
A. W. GARREN, 
Editor. 


Sunbury (Pa.), Division 12, Order of Railroad Telegraphers. 
Dec. 25, 1908. 
No Supreme Court judge can make a Russia of 
free America. You people will never be im- 
prisoned, but on the other hand it will bind Labor 
so tight that the money kings will learn that the 
‘Laborer is worthy of his hire.’’ Fight, and or- 
ganized labor will help you. No wonder the poor 
man says there is no justice in the courts. 
W. D. GRANT, 
Secretary- Treasurer. 


Local 87, Teague (Tex.) C ial Telegraphers’ Union. 
TEAGUE, TEX., Dec. 26, 1908. 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

DEAR SIR AND BROTHER: This country has come 
to a pretty state of affairs when Labor is denied the 
same right of free speech as enjoyed by our 
enemies, thus disproving the old theory that ‘‘all 
are equal before the law.’’ 

Every true American should demand that these 
persecutions cease. My heartfelt sympathy and 
support to the extent of my ability. Stay with 
them to the last ditch. 

Fraternally yours, 
CHARLES C. WEBNER, 
E-x-Secretary-Treasurer. 





Boston Typographical Union, No. 13. 


Boston, MAss., Dec. 28, 1908. 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS 

DEAR SiR: At the meeting of Boston Typo- 
graphical Union, No. 13, held Sunday, January 
27th, the following resolutions were unanimously 
adopted: 

WHEREAS, Boston Typographical Union, No. 13, 
has in the past by word and act squarely placed 
itself on record as an upholder of law and order, 
and has expressed its belief in our courts as an 
integral part of our system of government; and 

WHEREAS, The spectacle has been presented to 
the country within the past week of a judge 
sentencing to prison three members of organized 
labor for an act termed contempt of court, which 
appears to be but the expression of free speech 
and the freedom of the press, guaranteed by the 
coustitution of the United States; be it 

Resolved, That we protest against the system of 
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procedure which allows a man’s liberty to be so 
invaded, and we call upon Congress to enact a law 
which will curb the powers of courts in cases of 
this sort; and be it further 

Resolved, That Boston Typographical Union, in 
Faneuil hall assembled, extends to Messrs. Gom- 
pers, Mitchell, and Morrison, our sympathy, best 
wishes and support in the knowledge that their 
struggle for free speech and the freedom of the 
press will not be fruitless. 

THOMAS P. AUSTIN, 
Secretary. 


ALTOONA, Pa., Dec. 25, 1908. 
On this Christmas day it is with a feeling of 
gratitude that I write to you today for your loyal 
stand in Labor’s only just cause, our only weapon 
that we can use, and more so because you have 
been persecuted and found guilty by a capitalistic 
jurisdiction. Our Saviour was persecuted, con- 
demned, and crucified, but he arose from the dead 
and today he lives. As sure as the sun shines you 
will be remembered when these capitalist courts 

are swept into oblivion. 
J. H. IMLER, 
Organizer, A. F.of L. 


Portsmouth (Va.) Central Labor Union. 

a December 28, 1908. 

I am grieved indeed to know that we can no 
longer call this a free country. Your action in the 
Buck Stove Company controversy, was that of a 
freeman, representing freemen, men who toil day 
after day in some way for a mere existence, men 


who represent the bone, sinew, and honesty of 
this country. Men who are proud to be even the 
file closers in the ranks of such an organization as 
you have the honor to represent, an honor much 
greater than had you been elected to the highest 


place in the gift of the people. If you have 
violated the law we have too. If you are to besent 
to prison for espousing our cause we should be 
sent as well, for we should share and share alike. 
If the judge saw fit to impose a fine would we not 
through affiliation have to stand our share; now 
we claim this should stand good with any sen- 
tence, and I assure you that we are ready to take 
our medicine; let them send us to prison, it would 
be a great gathering of honest, Jaw-abiding citi- 
zens. W. H. Dunn, 
Secretary. 


Boston (Mass.) Cigarmakers’ International Union. 
December 26, 1908. 
Action of court aroused the entire city. Our 
craft will not be found wanting. Once more have 
the trades union leaders been equal to the emer- 
gency. No court has the right to annul the con- 
stitution. HENRY ABRAHAMS, 
Secretary. 


Kansas City (Mo.) Local! Union Journeymen Plumbers, Gas 
Fitters and Steam Fitters. 
December 24. 1908. 

Accept the regrets of our united brotherhood 
for the position yourself, Bros. Morrison and 
Mitchell have been placed in through the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia. 

I am taking the matter up with Senator Stone 
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of this state, and I expect to get some assurance 
from him as to his action in the Senate before I 
cast my vote for him in the coming session of the 
Missouri legislature 

Trusting that you will be more successful in the 
court of last resort, 1 beg to remain 

Fraternally yours, W. F. COAKLEY, 
Secretary. 


Seattle (Wash.) Central Labor Council. 
Dec. 23, 1908. 

WHEREAS, Judge Wright has declared in a de- 
cision handed down from the Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia in the contempt proceed- 
ings in connection with the Buck’s Stove and 
Range case that Samuel Gompers, John Mitchell, 
and Frank Morrison have been guilty of violating 
an injunction issued by Justice Gould in Decem- 
ber, 1908, and sentencing the above-named de- 
fendants to one. year, nine months, and six 
months’ imprisonment, respectively, and 

WHEREAS, The decision of this judge, which 
marks the culmination of a long line of judicial 
usurpation of the rights of the toilersand elevates 
judge-made law above the constitutional rights of 
American citizens, will, if allowed to stand, for- 
ever kill freedom of speech and freedom of the 
press in the United States; therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Central Labor Council of 
Seattle and vicinity, representing 20,000 organized 
wage-workers, most emphatically protest against 
this decision as tending to undermine the very 
fundamental! rights of citizens, and 

Resolved, That the action of Judge Wright re- 
ceives the extreme condemnation of this body as 
being without precedent and accountable for only 
on the grounds that the officers of labor organiza- 
tions have not received and will not receive equal 
treatment before the law with citizens in other 
walks of life, and 

Resolved, That the Central Labor Council of 
Seattle and vicinity declare its unqualified ap- 
proval of the course pursued by President Gom- 
pers, Vice President Mitchell, and Secretary Mor- 
rison of the A. F. of L., and expresses its belief of 
their complete innocence in the contempt of court 
alleged against them. J. G. Brown, 

P. B GILL, 
R. B. HESKETH, 
Committee. 


St. Louis (Mo.) Joint Advisory Board, Cigarmakers’ Unions 
44 and 281. 
Dec. 24, 1908. 
To you and your colleagues who are about to 
be deprived for a space of time of that which is 
dearest to all mankind, viz, ‘‘liberty,’’ we wish to 
say that you may accept the verdict and the con- 
sequences thereof with a full knowledge of the 
assurance that the cause to which you have con- 
tributed the very best you possessed will not 
suffer. To the contrary, the decision will weld 
more firmly the weak links which goto make up 
the great chain of organization. 
DAVID KREYLING, Chairman. 
Pui, H. MUELLER, Secy. 


United Textile Workers of America. 
FALL RIVER, MAss., Dec. 28, 1908. 
Our textile workers are filled with indignation 
at the unjust treatment handed out to you and 
your colleagues, not alone in the matter of sen- 


tence, but the caustic and unwarrantable arraign- 
ment of Justice Wright. 

I can only say that I have no fear for the future 
of the labor movement; I believe such inhumanity 
and injustice will only serve to cement our fore: 
closer together. Be of good cheer, the future 
ours; organized labor is with you to a man. 

JOHN GOLDEN, 
General President. 
HAMMOND, IND., Dec. 25, 1908. 

I say bravo, bravo to your determined oppositic 
to the injunction infamy. The sentence just i: 
posed brings the Americans just to the point that 
the Dred Scott decision brought them. This sen 
tence depriving yourself and others of liberty more 
than bears out every claim as to the iniquito: 
character of judge-made laws, of one-man power 
over the law making bodies of our country. 

SamM M. MVEkRs. 
BoIskE, IDAHO. 

Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS: I feel that I would be 
unjust to my own feelings if I did not at this time 
express to you, and through you to Brothers Mor- 
rison and Mitchell, my admiration for the position 
you have taken, my earnest support in every way 
possible to you in the fight you are making for us 
working people of America. You will notice I do 
not offer sympathy; that is cheap. Neither do! 
think that any man who suffers injustice in a fight 
forthe right needs or wants sympathy, but I do 
say I stand ready to help to the limit of my ability 
in every way. You will, no doubt, need consider- 
able funds to carry on this fight. If we, the work- 
ers of this country, would agree to give one day’s 
pay to establish a fund it would not work a great 
hardship on any of us and would provide you with 
the sinews of war. 

To me no more infamous, unjust, or drastic deci- 
sion has ever been rendered by any court in Amer- 
ica or any other country. L. W. GRUBB. 


International Ladies’ Garment Workers’ Union. 

NEw YorRK, N. Y., Dec. 29, 1908. 
The general executive board, International La- 
dies’ Garment Workers’ Union expresses its admi- 
ration of your noble fight for free speech and 
press. Emphatically protest against this latest 

example of judicial tyranny. 
JOHN A. DYCHE, 
Secretary. 


ALBANY, N. Y., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS: I am with you, even to 
the summit of Calvary. STUART REID, 
Organizer, American Federation of Labor. 


United Cloth Hat and Cap Makers. 
NEw York, N. Y., Dec. 29, 1908. 
Our general executive board honors our leaders 
for their heroic stand in their fight for the consti 
tutional rights of the toiling masses and we pledge 
our support. M. ZUCKERMAN, 
General Secretary. 
Firemen and Engi s’ M 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND., Dec. 23rd, 1908. _ 
Just learned of jail sentence. Victory of greed 
is but temporary. Justice will yet prevail. 
JOHN F. MCNAMEE, 
Editor. 




















American Brotherhood of Cement Workers. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., Dec. 24, 1908. 
The American Brotherhood of Cement Workers 
extends congratulations for your loyalty and man- 
liness in combating wrong and maintaining the 
righteousness of the American constitutional prin- 
ciples. HENRY J. ULLNER, 
Secretary. 





St. Paul (Minn.) Machinists’ Union. 
December 24, 1908, 
“Right forever on the scaffold’’ is as true today 
as of old. Continue to defy the power of gold. 
Remember the voice of the people is the voice of 
God, The people will be with you. 
GEORGE MARTIN, 
THOMAS VAN LEAR, 
L. HARTHILL, 
Committee. 





Executive Board, Chicago Federation of Labor. 

The Executive Board of the Chicago Federation 
of Labor pledges the fullest possible support of 
the hundreds of thousands of working men and 
women of Chicago in your splendid fight for 
free speech and free press. Jails have no terrors 
which deter the American citizen in the present 
contest for the perpetuation of our liberty and our 
demand for equal justice for all. Our right of 
free speech and free press as guaranteed by the 
constitution shall never be surrendered. 

E. N. NOCKLES, 
Secretary. 





Boston Central Labor Union. 

Boston, MAss, Dec. 24, 1908. 
Organized labor of Boston protests against Justice 
Wright’s decision as being at variance with the con- 
stitution of the United States and declaration of 
independence as being against free speech and 

a free press. JOHN J. HYNEs, 
President. 





WASHINGTON, D. C., Dec. 23, 1908. 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 

I heartily congratulate you on having been sen- 
tenced to imprisonment for contempt of court. I 
extend congratulations because the conviction of 
yourself and brothers will powerfully appeal 
to human kind, causing them to investigate 
industrial conditions and sympathize with the 
robbed and persecuted sons and daughters of toil 
throughout the earth. Men courageous and intelli- 
gent enough to bravely lead the onward march 
and upward movement are too strong and fearless 
to become discouraged or despondent froma little 
temporary defeat, for in the very nature of things, 
your defeat in reality is the greatest possible vic- 
tory and triumph; because it will not only rally the 
mighty multitude to your defense, but will move 
that vast and fearless army of the common people 
aud the poor to better realize their critical condi- 
tion in society and marshal them to better organize 
and co-operate for the universal equality and 
eternal rights and libertiesof man. * 

S. CRoss. 





OKLAHOMA CiTy, OKLA., Dec. 25, ’08. 
Hon. SAMUEL GOMPERS: 
I consider the decision nothing short of an out- 
rage, yet was sure all along that to be consistent 
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with the issuing of such a malicious injunction 
encroaching upon the personal rights of citizens 
that such would be the final verdict. If you ever 
go to jail on that decision you may rest assured it 
will be over the strenuous protest of millions of 
men and women, organized and unorganized. 

Iam pleased to not only place myself at your 
service, but every dollar I have got, and stand 
ready to go from one end of our country to the 
other should you so desire to arouse the public 
conscience to the gravity of the situation and 
their full duty in the premises and at my own ex- 
pense. If thereis anything I can do I am at your 
service to command. 


Very respectfully, J. S. Parry. 





NEw YorK CiTy, December 26, 1908. 
DEAR Mr. GomPERs: I need not say to you, for 
you will be sure of it without the saying, how sin- 
cerely I regret the action of Judge Wright the 
other day in all its personal aspects. Doubtless it 
will result in very careful consideration by the 
American people of the great principles involved 

in this case from first to last. SETH Low. 





COGSWELL, N. D., December 25, 1908. 
President SAMUEL GOMPERS:’ Thank you for 
what you are doing for Labor. I hope decision in 
the Buck's case won't befinal. If thatshould be so 
what then have we to brag about liberty? I know 
that in my country, which is Norway, there is 
more liberty than here. There at least exist the 
same laws for rich and poor alike. Here the rich 
have it all theirown way. I had to write and thank 
you and Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Morrison, that 
even out here in Dakota you three are appreciated. 

My best wishes for the New Year. 
Gro. H. FROGEN. 





NEw YorK Ciry, Dec. 25, 1908. 


My DEAk Mr. GompeErs: I do most heartily 
congratulate youon yoursentence. You as well as 
I know the hand that ordered it. Nothing will do 
the cause of Labor the same good. Do, 1 beg, not 
accept any White House help. You are the greatest 

wer in the United States today. Your sentence 
is certainly illegal. E. R. READER. 


United States Senate. 
WASHINGTON, D C., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Hons. SAMUEL GOMPERS, JOHN MITCHELL, FRANK 
MoRRISON, Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR Sirs: I write to assure you of my 
sympathy and of my steadfast loyalty to Labor and 
to its chosen and accepted leaders. 

A job for a few and the jail for Gompers, Mit- 
chell, and Morrison promote treason and penalize 
conscience and duty. 

‘*Truth forever on the scaffold, 
Wrong forever on the throne, 

Yet that scaffold sways the future, 
And behind the dim unknown 
Walketh God within the shadows, 
Keeping watch above his own."’ 

With sentiments of the highest esteem and best 
wishes for a happy Christmas and a prosperous 
New Year, with many golden returns of the season, 
I beg the honor of subscribing myself, 

Your friend, T. P. GORE, 
Senator from Oklahoma. 








PINCKNEYVILLE, ILL., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Mr. SAMUEL GomPERS, President. 

DEAR SIR AND BROTHER: It is with much re- 
gret that I hear of the verdict rendered by Judge 
Wright. While it is not a surprise entirely, I 
hoped that the matter would be compromised in 
some manner. I believe more than ever that the 
friends of Labor must be more firmly bound to- 
gether for our own welfare. Hoping that the Su- 
preme Court will reverse the decision, and that 
you, Brother Mitchell, and Brother Morrison will 
be able to continue your good work soon, I am 

Yours respectfully, 
CuHas H. S. Ross, 
Circuit Clerk. 


Peoria Star Company. 
PEORIA, ILL., Dec. 24, 1908. 

My DEaR Mr. GomPERs: The truth of it is that 
Justice Wright’s opinion has a smack of the old 
anti-slavery times. We must remember that our 
judges are unpractical men. They have an ex- 
aggerated idea of their own importance and they 
are always predicting that the crack of doom will 
setin if the world doesn’t perform the ceremony of 
kow-tow before them. I have no respect for in- 
competence or overweening official vanity. 

I don’t suppose you will have to go to jail, but 
any man who has edited a paper for 40 years and 
has had theriot act read to him by judges iguorant 
of the law of libel doesn’t fear the jail very much. 
Constructively, I have been there a half a dozen 
times. Don’t yield. Stand firm. ‘‘The mon- 
grel’s hold will slip. Naught but the crowbar ’ll 
loose the bulldog’s lip.’”” Good luck to you and 
keep up the fight. ‘‘They never fail who die in 
a good cause. The ax may drink their gore, their 
heads may sodden in the sun, their limbs be 
strung from city wall to castle gate, their spirit 
walks abroad.’’ 

It is only about fifty years ago, since the respect- 
able element in Boston was dragging William Lloyd 
Garrison through the streets with a rope around 
his neck. That spectacle converted Wendell 
Phillips and gave the abolition cause its great 
orator. So, do not be cast down or dismayed or 
annoyed. Remember me to Mitchell, and have 
confidence that if the Lord doesn’t always harvest 
his crop of corn in October he generally rounds up 
atthe end of the year with a balance in the granary. 

Truly yours, E. F. BALDWIN. 
Editor, Peoria Star. 


CHICAGO, ILL., Dec. 26, 1908. 
My DEAR Mr. GompPERs: The recent decision 
of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia 
is not surprising, but as a matter of justice and of 
the principles for which you have so strongly led 
your forces for the last 25 years, it is, in my 
opinion, a vindication of your actions because it 
is going to bring this matter so prominently before 
the American people and the reforms for which 
you have been fighting will be granted before the 

question is settled. 
Yours very truly, JOHN A. MCDERMOTTY. 





The Board of Home}Missions of the Presbyterian Church. 
NEw YorE, Dec. 26, 1908. 

My DEAR Mr. GompERs: In your present diffi- 

culties you have my sincerest sympathy. .In your 

address the other day, just before being sentenced, 
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you spoke the word concerning the spirit back of 
the apparent contempt which must ever prompt 
the man who protests—not what we like, but 
what we dislike. 


Cordially yours, CHARLES STELZLE. 





Wilkesbarre Central Labor Union. 
WILKESBARRE, Pa., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Wilkesbarre Central Labor Union expresses re- 
newed confidence in you and extends sympathy. 
JoHN RuDGE, President. . 
RuFus B. Easton, Secretary. 





Hotel and Restaurant Employes’ International Alliance. 
NEw YoRK, N. Y., Dec. 28, 1908. 
Prosecute your appeal. Vindicate your stand, 
We are with you. T. J. SULLIVAN, 
Secretary. 





BROCKTON, MAss., Dec. 23, 1908. 

_ Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: Heartiest congratula- 
tions to yourself and colleagues. The sacrifice will 
restore the nation to the real government the 
fathers intended. H. J. SKEFFINGTON. 





Freight Handlers’ International Union. 


CHICAGO, ILL., Dec. 24, 1908. 
We regret Judge Wright’s decision, Full sup- 
port of our organization to our leader. 
P. J. FLANNERY, 
President. 
J.J. FLYNN, 
Secretary. 





Farmers’ Educational and Co-operative Union of Texas. 
Fr. WorTH, TEX., Dec. 23, 1908. 
Two hundred thousand union farmers of Texas 
sympathize with you, Mitchell, and Morrison. 
Advise us how to aid you. D. J. NEILL, 
President. 





Dayton (Ohio) Central Trades Council. 
Dec. 26, 1908. 
Trades council assures you and colleagues hearty 
support. W. O. CHASE, Sec. 





Order of Railway Telegraphers. 

Many of your friends here want to know if Justice 
Wright's decision is final. If it is what action on 
the part of organized wage-earners will, in your 
opinion, be most useful to re-establish freedom of 
the press and of speech. 

H. B. PERHAM, 
President. 





Amalgamated Wood Workers’ Intl. Union. 
READING, PA., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Jail sentence can not stop the progress of the 
labor movement; either of the human race. Vic- 
tory is ours. 
RICHARD BRAUNSCHWEIG, 
Genl. Treasurer. 





National Women’s Trade Union League. 
CHICAGO, ILL., Dec. 23, 1908 
We congratulate you. Does the Executive Coun- 
cil intend to appeal? 
MARGARET ROBBINS, 
Presideni. 




















San F. Labor C il 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Regrets of San Francisco Labor Council at out- 
come. Be of good cheer; justice will yet triumph 
and the star of organized labor will shine brighter 
than ever, Seventy thousand unionists here are 

with you heart and soul. 
ANDREW J. GALLAGHER, 
Secretary. 








CHICAGO, ILL., Dec. 23, 1908. 

DEAR SIR AND BROTHER: Your determined 
course of opposition to the injunction infamy de- 
serves highest commendation. The sentence just 
imposed, depriving yourself and others of liberty, 
more than bears out every claim as to the iniqui- 
tous character of judge-made laws. A just public 
contempt for autocracy will insure free speech and 
a free press in America. 


Fraternally yours, J. MAHLON BARNES. 





Birmingham (Ala.) Trades Council. 

Dec, 28, 1908. 
The Birmingham Trades Council, at regular 
meeting held on Dec. 27, 1908, extend to you their 
hearty support morally and financially in your 

fight for free speech and free press. 
E. W. CoBERLY, 
Secretary. 





Brooklyn (N. Y.) Sheet Metal Workers’ Union. 

Dec, 28, 1908. 
Sheet Metal Workers’ Local Union, of New 
York City, protests against decision of Judge 
Wright as being contrary to the constitution of 
the United States and the Declaration of In- 

dependence. Jas. SMITH, 
Secretary. 





Tennessee State Federation of Labor. 
NASHVILLE, TENN., Dec. 26, 1908. 
We believe the decision of Judge Wright is un- 
fair, unjust, and if affirmed would be a death blow 
to free speech and a free press. 
ALBERT E. HILL, 
President. 


Missouri State Federation of Labor. 
JoPLiIn, Mo., December 25, 1908. 
There can be no constitutional abridgment by 
injunction of right to free speech. Your course is 
right. Missouri trade unionists sympathize with 
you in hour of trial. THos. J. SHERIDAN, 
President. 








San Antonio (Texas) Trades Council. 
December 24, 1908, 
Five thousand union men of the city where lib- 
erty for Texans was proclaimed, send you greet- 
ing and raise their protest against the decision of 
the minion of special privileges. 
W. A. WHITE, 
President. 





Essex (N. J.) Trades Council. 
Dec. 23, 1908. 
Essex Trades Council in regular meeting con- 
veys to you and your colleagues our entire sym- 
pathy, moral and financial support, and renew 
cur faith in your sincere efforts in behalf of 
organized labor. 


HENRY F. HILFERS, 
Secretary. 
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Fort Worth (Tex.) Trades and Labor Assembly. 
Dec. 23, 1908. 
What can Fort Worth do to aid you, Mitchell, 
and Morrison? You have our confidence and love. 
Our finances are at your command. 
C. W. WoopMAN, 
For Trades Assembly. 


Intl. Executive Board, Street Railway Employes’ Union. 
PHILADELPHIA, PaA., Dec. 23, 1908. 
‘Justice’? Wright’s decision sentencing your- 
self, Mitchell, and Morrison to jail will not com- 
pel me to buy any article made under unfair condi- 





tions. There are inherent individual rights no 
court can deprive me of. C. O. PRATT, 
Chairman. 





Intl. Bro. of Boilermakers... 
KANSAS CiTy, Mo., Dec. 24, 1908. 
As citizens we regret your sentence as unjust. 
Our integrity and honesty of purpose stands as 
high as that of any judge. The evidence proves 
conclusively that you obeyed Judge Gould’s order, 
but judges retain and reflect the environment in 
which they live. This judgment throttles free 
speech and free press, and tramples on the prin- 
ciples of the American freeman. 
J. A. FRANKLIN, 
President. 
WILLIAM GILTHORPE, 
Intl. Sec.-Treas. 





Patternmakers’ League of North America. 


CINCINNATI, OHIO, Dec. 24, 1908. 
The patternmakers condemn the form of justice 
that has been handed out to Morrison, Mitchell, 
and yourself. Weare with you and will stay the 
fight until the liberties of your people are placed 

beyond the rulings of the courts. 
Jas. WILSON, 
Secretary. 





American Federation of Musicians. 


St. Louris, Mo., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Unjust judicial decisions usually precede revolu- 
tions. Dred Scott preceded emancipation. 
OWEN MILLER, 
Secretary. 


Intl. Stereotypers and Electrotypers’ Union. 


BROOKLYN, N. Y., Dec. 26, 1908. 
The International Stereotypers’ and Electro- 
typers’ Union is proud of the efforts and sacrifices 
you, our honored representatives, are making to 
prevent any curtailment of the freedom of speech, 
press, or industrial liberty which the Federal con- 

stitution concedes even to the trade unionists. 
JAMES J. FREEL, 
President. 





Amalgamated Asso. of Street Railway Employes. 

DETROIT, MICH., Der. 24, 1908. 

On part of the Amalgamated Association of 
Street Railway Employes we sincerely regret to 
hear of what we consider is an unjust and un- 
American sentence pronounced upon you, Mit- 
chell, and Morrison. In our opinion you are 
clearly the victims of a judge-made law which is 
wholly unconstitutional. It should be carried to 
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the highest court and contested to the bitter end 

and we pledge you the united support of our asso- 

ciation to that end. W. D. Manon, 
President. 





Dallas (Tex.) Trades Assembly. 
Dec. 24, 1908. 
Dallas unions express sympathy and confidence 
in your innocence and give assurance of utmost 


support. J. W. PARKs, 
President. 





Newark (N. J.) Building Trades Council. 
Dec. 24, 1908. 
Greetings and renewed confidence, financial 


and moral support if required. 
CHARLES P. TAYLOR, 
President. 





Switchmen’s Union of North America. 


INDIANAPOLIS, IND., Dec. 23, 1908. 
Sympathy and support of entire membership 
switchmen’s union extended you. I believe case 
should be appealed to the Supreme Court. 
J. T. HAWLEY, 
President. 


Astoria (Oreg.) Labor Council. 
. Dec. 24, 1908. 
Well done, good and faithful servants. Your 
courageous words in defense of labor and liberty, 
boldly given against the decision of an unjust and 
biased judge, will mark an epoch for human lib- 
erty. Your courage and sacrifice are the most 
precious Christmas gifts to the toilers. 
H. M. LORNTZEN, 
Secretary, Columbia Fishermen’s Union. 
ED. ROSENBERG, 
Secretary, United Fishermen. 
Jor L. MOoRE, 
Sec., Astoria Labor Council. 





St. Louris, Mo., Dec. 23, 1908. 
Hon. SAMUEL GOMPERS. 

DEAR SiR: It was with mingled disgust and in- 
dignation, though not with any surprise, that I 
read of the decision rendered against you and your 
able and honorable associates by Judge Wright of 
the District of Columbia. It is infamous. It isa 
prostitution of justice. 

The blood of the martyrs is the seed of the 
church, and it may be that you and your noble 
comrades must suffer in order that not only the 
workingmen, but also all other citizens of the 
United States, may get their sacredly guaranteed 
civil and political rights. 

I believe that Judge Wright has decreed you 
immortal fame, and that you will go down to his- 
tory alongside of Hampden, Russell, Sidney, 
Washington, Patrick Henry, and Jefferson, as a 
vindicator and dauntless defender of human 
rights. Let not your heart be troubled, for millions 
of your fellow-citizens are with you heart and soul. 

Yours for human liberty and constitutional 
rights. CORNELIUS H. FAUNTLEROY, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law. 





FLINT, MIcH., Dec. 24, 1908. 
SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
President, A. F. of L., 
Washington, D. C.: 

DEAR SIR: I congratulate you, Mitchell, and 
Morrison. I do not see how any man can read the 
‘labor decisions’’ of the courts and at the same 
time retain his self-respect and respect for the 
courts. 

It was grand. You three, standing at the fore- 
front of the human struggle and making dignified 
defiance. It is historic. I would like a picture 
of the scene. 

Very truly yours, 
JAMES H. MCFARLAN, 
Attorney at Law. 


DANVILLE, ILL., Dec 26, 1908. 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERsS: I wish to say you have 
my confidence and heartfelt sympathy in this your 
wonderful persecution. I think it a shame and a 
disgrace to a civilized nation to treat a noble, true- 
hearted Christian gentleman as you are being 
treated. I assure you the better class of people are 

very indignant at so unjust a decision. 
JOHN L. GOBEN. 





FREDONIA, N. Y., Dec. 23, 1908. 
SAMUEL GOMPERS. 

DEAR SIR: I know of the “Buck’s Stove Com- 
pany’’ case only through the public press; but I 
can not but feel that your words addressed to the 
court that this ‘‘is a struggle of the working peo 
ple of our country for right’’ and that ‘‘freedom 
of speech and freedom of the press has not been 
granted to the people’’ are only too true; I have 
always believed that in America that I had the 
right to tell my friends, either by word of mouth 
or through the public press that a dealer has not 
treated me fairly, and that I would not patronize 
him again, and I am greatly chagrined that the 
court has taken the position against such rights; 
and I sincerely hope you can continue the fight, 
till either the Supreme Court shall reverse this 
ruling, or the statute shall make for freedom of 
speech in this country. While it would be an out- 
rage to put you in jail, I trust you will not accept 
a pardon from the President until the Supreme 
Court has passed upon the questions involved. 

Very truly yours, G. J. DIKEMAN, 
Attorney and Counselor at Lax 


NEW HAVEN, CONN., Dec. 26, 1908 
My DEAR MR. GOmMPERs: I observed with some 
surprise the conclusion which the court reached 
in the proceedings for contempt, but even if you 
were wrong in your contention that what had been 
done since the injunction was no more than ilie 
exercise of the constitutional right, yet I thin’: it 
must be conceded that the sentence of the court 
was unnecessarily severe, and that its conclusion 
might have been pronounced more briefly and, 

with deference, more calmly. 
Very truly yours, JOHN K. BEACH, 
Attorney and Counselor at Lav. 
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NEw YorK Clty, Dec. 23, 1908. 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR Mr. GomPERs: I think there can be 
no doubt but that you have the moral backing of 
the great majority of good citizens of all classes. 
From my acquaintance with you I have the utmost 
confidence in your single purpose to do right, to 
be fairand just and wrong no man. Whatever 
may or may not be the law, I can see no force in 
the argument, that such a sentence imposed upon 
me of such well known integrity and right con- 
duct, can have any effect to inspire respect for the 
law or the decisions of courts. If such men are 
singled out for punishment while the real male- 
factors go free, there is sure to arise the suspicion, 
that there is a cog out of place in the machinery 
of justice. 

Without professing to express any opinion upon 
the correctness of the rule of law announced, it is 
certain that a fair question was raised as to whether 
or not the injunction order was wholly null and 
void as violating the constitution, and the com- 
ments by the court upon this defense were lacking 
in judicial dignity. On the proposition that void 
or not, the order must be obeyed, it is beyond my 
understanding how a court, whose duty is to con- 
strue and enforce laws, can under pain of imprison- 
ment prohibit an act, which Congress could not 
prohibit by enactment. If the creature can thus 
rise above its creator, we have discovered at once 
an effective and convenient means to supplant the 
constitution at will, and one of universal applica- 
tion without limit, so convenient that any judge 
may insert his gimlet and perforate the supposed 
impregnable wall where he wills. 

I fear no such danger however. The power of 
public opinion, which is the one thing that is 
above even the constitution, but which is slow to 
crystallize, can be depended upon to ultimately 
right a public wrong. Backed by public opinion I 
think you will not eventually suffer, but on the 
contrary the effect will be to advance your just 
cause and glorify your services to humanity. 

Yours truly, HoBART S. BIRD, 
Ailtorney at Law. 





ENID, OKLA., Dec. 26, 1908. 

Hon. SAMUEL GOMPERS: It was with profound 
regret that I read the decision of the court in the 
case of yourself and our other labor leaders. I beg 
to assure you that you have my sympathy. I 
should feel it an honor to suffer in the same man- 
ner on behalf of the cause of organized labor. I 
shall be glad to render you any financial or moral 
support possible. 

I hope you will refuse to accept the decree of 
the courts until you have reached the highest 
tribunal; you are making history. Please convey 
my sympathy to your associates. 

Your friend, J. Y. CALLAHAN, 
Delegate, National Farmers’ Union. 





NORTHPORT, L. I., NEW YORK, Jan. 6, 1909. 
Iam thoroughly in sympathy with you gentle- 
men, and I notice that distinguished jurists, in 
articles in leading law magazines, are strongly 
adyocating trial by jury in contempt cases. 
CHARLES C. MOORE, 
Author of ‘‘ Moore on Facts.”’ 
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TOLEDO, Ou10, Dec. 30, 1908. 
MyY DrEaR MR. GomPERs: Allow me to extend 
my sympathy to you, Mitchell and Morrison. You 
are deserving of great credit for the patriotic work 
which you have done in your endeavor to bring the 
public mind to a proper appreciation of the rights 
of Labor. 
Very sincerely, 
JAS. HARRINGTON Boyp, 
Attorney and Counselor. 





St. AUGUSTINE, FLA., Dec. 29, 1908. 

President SAMUEL GOMPERS: I am entirely in 
accord with those of your friends who do not wish 
you to appeal tothe President for pardon. This 
question must be fought out in the courts and in 
Congress. It will come out right in the end, for 
it must be so. 

The liberty of speech and of the press must be 
established beyond any possible attack, and the 
action in your case will but serve to hasten the 
time. It ought to be got to the Supreme Court as 
soon as possible. 

Yours truly, DE WITT WEBB, 
M. D., LL. D. 





Office of Commissioner of Labor. 


GUTHRIE, OKLA., Dec. 26, 1908. 
To SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
FRANK MORRISON, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: Permit me to congratulate you on 
the victory you have recently won for Labor, again 
adding to the long list of victories, as well as 
placing the industrial people of the nation under 
another debt of gratitude to you. I hear nothing 
but expressions of admiration and sympathy, and 
in my opinion the decision rendered will serve to 
more firmly bind Labor together. —* 

Wishing you a happy and prosperous New Year, 
and trusting it will bring legislation hat will pre- 
vent the persecution of honorable men at the 
behest of corporate greed, I am, 

Yours truly, G. E. WARREN, 
Commissioner. 





House of Representatives. 
TOLEDO, OHIO, Dec. 29, 1908. 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
President, A. F. of L., 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: My feelings prompt me to say to you 
that the decision rendered against you will elevate 
the cause of Labor more than anything I know or 
could possibly suggest. 

Very sincerely yours, 
MYRON GELLERD, 
Representative, Lucas County, 





Farmers’ Educational and Co-operative Union of America. 
ATLANTA, GA., Dec. 26, 1908. 

DEAR MR. GOMPERS: In common with your 
hosts of friends in this region, I join in the uni- 
versal protest and condemnation of the sentence 
imposed on you and Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Mor- 
rison. 

Not only is trade unionism deeply concerned in 
the premises, but the national farmers’ union also 
deplores this travesty upon justice. Who knows 
to what length this sort of thing will go? Still, 
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cool heads should prevail in this emergency; it is 

no time for unwise, impolitic action pending 

appeal. C. T. LADSON, 
General Counsel. 


MOLINE, ILL., Dec. 25, 1908. 
SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: You are making a noble sacrifice in 
the cause of human liberty. Stand pat so long as 
you have violated no statute known to lawyers. 
Our constitutions, state and national, guard free 
press and speech. If the courts repudiate it, Con- 
gress will limit injunctions to their proper sphere. 
Eternal vigilance is yet the price of true liberty. 

Respectfully yours, M. J. MCENIRY, 
Attorney at Law. 


ch + F; + 

QUEBEC, CAN., Dec. 28, 1908. 
My DEAR PRESIDENT GOMPERS: I want to ex- 
ress to you and your associates my profound 
mete sympathy. I am not competent to pass 
upon the legal questions involved. Iam competent 
to judge as to the sincerity of purpose and single- 
ness of aim that have governed every act and word 

of the Federation leaders in this matter. 
Sincerely and fraternally, 
CHAS. SPRAGUE SMITH. 





Boston, MAss., Dec. 26, 1908. 
SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
American Federation of Labor: 

The unjust decision must not be carried out. 
The people won’t stand for it, and furthermore, 
we, the wage-earners, will not buy unfair stoves. 

MARY KENNY O’SULLIVAN. 


St. Lous, Mo., Dec. 24, 1908. 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Court decision is outrageous. We are with you 
to a finish in this fight for Labor’s rights. 
G. A. HOEHN, 
Editor, St. Louis Labor. 


KAUFFMANN, TEX., Dec. 4, 1908. 
SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Men who love truth aud justice look with hor- 
ror upon your conviction. God save the nation 
from judicial treason. J. S. Woops. 


DETROIT, MICH., Dec 23, 1908. 
Pres. SAMUEL GOMPERS: The first union to- 
bacco factory extends sympathy to yourself and 
Messrs. Mitchell and Morrison. Any assistance 
you may require command us. 
WALTER R. HAMPER, 
Manager. 


HENDERSON, Ky., Dec. 26, 1908. 
Messrs. SAMI. GOMPERS, JOHN MITCHELL, AND 
MorRIson, Washington, D. C.: 
Grieved to hear sentence of federal court. The 
people have not lost faith in the justice of your 
cause or their trust in the brave men who advo- 
cate it. A. O. STANLEY, 
Member of Congress, 2d Dist. Ky. 
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BLOSSBURG, PA., Dec. 28, 1903. 
SAMUEL GOMPERS, JOHN MITCHELL, FRANK 
MorRIson, Washington, D. C.: 

I regret Judge Wright’s decision. It is neither 
in accordance with the law nor the facts. Not. 
withstanding the decision I will not buy a Buck’s 
Stove or range. Your conviction proves conclu- 
sively the necessity for limiting the power of 
judges in injunction cases growing out of labor 
disputes. Glad to know you have taken an appeal, 
Let us find out once and for all where we stand 
under existing construction of the power of the 
courts so that we can move with greater intelli. 
gence to correct the evil. 

W. B. WILson, 
Member of Congress. 


ATLANTA, GA., Dec. 25, 1908. 
Hon. SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
Washington, D. C.: 

I extend to you and your associates my sympathy 
believing you have done no wrong. The liberal 
party henceforth will make war onsuch oppression, 

CHARLES G. MoorE, 
Chairman Natl. Comm. 


CHICAGO, ILL., Dec. 25, 1908, 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
President, A. F. of L. 

DEAR SIR: Believing that you and your constitu- 
ents, Mr. Mitchelland Mr. Morrison, have been 
defamed by the opinion handed down by the pre- 
siding judge of the court of the District of Colum- 
bia, I, as an American citizen, would be glad to 
tender you my services if called upon at any time 
in behalf of the A. F. of L. You men can not be 
held for contempt, you are innocent of any in- 
fringement upon private rights or private property, 
your duty being tothe A. F. of L. Any unconstitu- 
tional procedure against that body naturally would 
be checked, and I believe you men being worthy 
servants of that body took the imperative way to 
attain theend. The Supreme Court of the United 
States will, without any question, exonerate you 
gentlemen, it being an indisputable fact that your 
trust must be vindicated. It is mandatory. 

With respect, B. A. WHEDON, 
Attorney at Law. 


National Brotherhood of Woodsmen and Sawmill Workers. 


Am sorry for sentence of court in injunction 
suit, but I think it is for the best in the end, as it 
will open people’s eyes to the real situation. 
Suppose you know as well as I do, there’s a good 
many people prejudiced against organized labor, 
never read about us, don’t want to, and it is these 
it will reach and set to thinking. 

ERNEST G. PAPE, Ses 


Nokomis (Ill.) United Mine Workers. 

The members here feel very sore in regar.' to 
Judge Wright’s decision against you and hope 
you will be able to win the next suit. 

DAVID WILLIAMS, S¢ 


Texerkana (Tex.) Typographical Union. 
Despite Justice Wright’s barbaric dictum, mi» us 
ethics or humanity, we shall eventually see he 
triumph of another mora/ right overa legal wr \g. 














Trusting that the final outcome will be such as to 
fully vindicate yourself and associates. 
W. H. Von Trerck, Sec. 





Glenn Falls (N. Y.) Typographical Union. 


President Gompers, Vice-President Mitchell, and 
Secretary Morrison, have the sympathy of the 
typographical union here for the unjust sentence 
that was pronounced the other day. 

Gro. H. RICKETTS, 
Sec.-Treas. 





Vermont State Federation. 

Brother Morrison, Gompers, and Mitchell have 
our hearts’ sympathy, and we hope that in spite 
of all judge-made laws justice will yet be done. 

NELSON A. MAHNGREN, 
Secretary- Treasurer. 





Baltimore Federation of Labor. 
What’s the matter with Gompers, Mitchell, and 
Morrison? They are all right. 
CHAS. H. METTEES, 
Secretary. 





CoLuMBUS, OHIO, Dec. 28, 1908. 
Hon. SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
Washington; D. C.: : 

Allow me to congratulate you. While it may 
not be very consoling, yet you can do the cause a 
great good by suffering in jail. Really, 
there never was such a deep feeling. In fact, your 
whole controversy seems to have been lightly 
looked upon by many of the rank and file until 
this jail sentence loomed up. 

They are now beginning to see that the same 
cause that would commit you to jail would find 
not only every one of them guilty of contempt, 
but as you repeatedly said in the campaign, find 
them guilty of a felony and subject them to a 
heavy fine under the criminal provisions of the 
Sherman anti-trust act. They are merely 
living in the “shadows of the gallows,” so to 
speak. Hoping that the overruling Providence 
will use you to the best purposes, I am, 

Very truly yours, F. S. MONNETT, 
Attorney and Counselor ai Law. 





PROVIDENCE, R. I., Dec. 24, 1908. 


SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
President, A. F. of L. 

DuAR Str: I read with the deepest indignation 
of the judicial outrage perpetrated yesterday in 
Washington. I anticipate that the result of the 
crisis now precipitated will be:the complete victory 
of the cause for which you and Mr. Mitchell and 
Mr. Morrison stand. Labor will win in this fight 
if it has absolute courage and refuses to budge one 
inch. This country can not be governed by the 
jucge-made law which has been laid down in 
your case, unless the form of government be 
changed and a military despotism installed. 

Lis high time that the American people were 
ie to understand in some solemn way that there 
igh judicial authority for the position which 
or takes, and that the British Parliament has 
gnized by the legislation of 1906 that sound 
‘al philosophy and statesmanship require the 
blishment of the very doctrine for which Labor 
niends, The law of the land is with you when 
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properly interpreted. If the Supreme Court does 
not sustain you, so much the worse for the court. 
Public opinion must govern and judicial opinion 
must be saturated with twentieth century political 
economy and social philosophy. Judges who are 
not willing to administer their high office in this 
spirit must be taught a necessary lesson. If Labor 
recedes a single inch, quails or wavers for an 
instant, it will be nothing short of a national 
calamity. While the dignity and moderation of 
your language to the court is to be commended, 
at the same time the utmost firmness and even 
boldness of utterance on the part of the laboring 
men of the country is necessary. The constitution 
itself, the organic law of the republic, commanded 
the fugitive slave law, But William H. Seward, 
senator from New York, boldly appealed to a 
higher law. . Jefferson’s stern warnings 
against judicial usurpation should be made familiar 
to this generation. 
Very truly yours, EpwinC. PIERCE, 
Attorney at Law. 





Executive Office State of Oklahoma. 
GUTHRIE, December 29, 1908, 
Hon, SAMUEL GOMPERS, 
President, A. F. of L., 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sir: I am not addressing you as an indi- 
vidual in this matter, but as the representative of 
a multitude, and I confess that if that decision 
stands, it is nothing short of a public calamity. 

From extreme judicial construction to military 
despotism is but a single step. The approval of the 
decision in your case, or its adoption by any con- 
siderable number of inferior courts to an extent 
indicating its continued practice, would be a pub- 
lic calamity. 

The happiest day in the United States will be 
when our laws speak for equality to all and special 
privileges to none. When the law is enforced in 
good faith against the strong as it is against the 
weak, such policy will breed patriotism instead of 
class sentiment and dissension. Such laws will 
enforce themselves because of the universal re- 
spect which no people ever have, and ever will 
give to arbitary, unequal laws, no matter with 
what arrogance or severity they may be applied. 

With feelings of respect for yourself and Messrs. 
Mitchell and Morrison, I am, 

Sincerely yours, M. HASKELL, 
Governor. 





NORFOLK, Va., Jan. 1, 1909. 
Mr. SAMUEL GOMPERS: The American people 
in their hearts love the principle pf justice which 
embraces both freedom of souech and the press, 
and I do not believe that any action of the court 
could injure either yourself, Mr. Mitchell, or Mr. 
Morrison, and I further believe that were this 
verdict to be carried out, it would give you a place 
in the hearts of the American people that would 
make your enemies tremble to their very founda- 
tions; however I trust that this decision will be 
reversed, and you will not be subjected to incon- 
venience and mortification in your championship 
of equal justice for all. Tendering you my most 
hearty sympathy and with kindest regards, I beg 

to remain, 
Yours very truly, F. D. WARE, 
Pres. Ware-Kramer Tobacco Company. 
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FROM THE ATLANTIC TO THE PACIFIC, 








In this department is presented a comprehensive review of industrial’conditions throughout the 
country. 

This includes: ‘ 

A statement by American Federation of Labor general and local organizers of labor conditions in 
their vicinity. 

Increases in wages, reduction of hours, or improved conditions gained without strikes. 

Work done for union labels. 

Unions organized during the last month. 

City ordinances or state laws passed favorable to labor. 

Strikes or lockouts; causes, results. 

A report of this sort is rather a formidable task when it is remembered that nearly 1,000 of the 
organizers are volunteers, doing the organizing work and writing their reports after the day’s toil is 
finished in factory, mill, or mine. 

The matter herewith presented is valuable to all who take an intelligent interest in the industrial 
development of the country. It is accurate, varied, and comprehensive. The information comes from 
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those familiar with the conditions of which they write. ; 

These organizers are themselves wage-workers. They participate in the struggles of the people 
for better conditions, help to win the victories, aid in securing legislation—in short, do the thousand 
and one things that go to round out the practical labor movement. 

Through an exchange of ~‘ews in this department the wage-workers in various sections of the 
country and the manifold bran hes of trade are kept in close touch with each other. 

Taken in connection with the reports from secretaries of international unions, this department 


Blacksmiths. 
Chas. N. Glover.—Trade conditions are slowly 
improving, otherwise there are no changes to re- 
port. We have a strike on one of the large rail- 
roads because of abrogation of contract by the 
employers. Prospects favorable for settlement. 


Boot and Shoe Workers. 

C. L. Baine.—In most union factories we have 
been ableto maintain our wage schedules. Nostrikes 
to report at this time. Employment fairly steady. 
During the month we paid out $1,325 in death 
benefits. A new union was recently formed at St. 
Hyacinth, P. I. 


Brick, Tile and Terra Cotta Workers. 


Wm. Van Bodegraven.—Employment is scarce 
and unsteady in most cases at this season. Until 
the spring season opens there will be nothing new 
to report in the trade. 


Carvers (Wood.) 

John S. Henry.—Through agitation and con- 
ferences with employers our wage scale in Roches- 
ter, N. Y., was increased from 32, 35 and 38 cents 
an hour to 35, 40 and 45 cents. This was secured 
without strike. We paid out $300 in death benefits 
during month. Our union is keeping up its mem- 
bership and employment is fair for the time of 
year. 


gives a luminous vision of industrial advancement throughout the country.; 


FROM INTERNATIONAL UNIONS. 


Chainmakers. 
Curtin C. “Miller.—Slight improvement noticed 
in trade conditions since last report. In a couple 
of instances we have had strikes because of wage 
reductions. Employment is dull. 
Engineers (Steam). 

R.A. McKee.—We have recently chartered new 
unions in Staunton, I1].; Warsaw, N. Y.; Missoula, 
Mont.; Shawnee, Okla., and Danville, IJ]. Our 
unions are maintaining their membership pretty 
well considering the continued business depression. 

Garment Workers. 

B. A. Larger.—Our cutters and tailors are all 
employed at this writing and all overall factories 
are running full time. 

Knife Grinders (Table). 

John Gleason.—Trade conditions fair and slow 
steady improvement. No strikes or lockouts to 
report. We are keeping up our membership very 
well. 

Lathers. 

Ralph V. Brandit.—Employment is picking up. 
A new union has been formed in Hibbing, Minn. 
We paid out $300 in death benefits during month. 

Leather Workers on Horse Goods. 

John j. Pfeiffer—We expect at a propitious 
time and before 1910 to make a general demand 
for the eight hour day throughout our trade. We 
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expect to build up a special fund for that pur- 
pose. One firm in Chicago showed discrimination 
against some of the journeymen, evidently for the 
purpose of creating discord and eventually dis- 
rupting the union. After a strike of five weeks the 
matter was adjusted and greater harmony pre- 
vails than ever before. We expended $300 in 
death benefits during the month. 3 


t sdaald 
Mine Workers. 


Kk D. Ryan:—Trade conditions show some 
improvement during last two months. New unions 
have been formed in Oklahoma, Illinois Pennsyl- 
vania, Ohio, Kansas, Canada, Iowa, Washington 
Kentucky and Indiana. 


Printing Pressmen. 


Patrick J. McMullen. — The general strike 
throughout the United States and Canada for the 
eight hour day is gradually bringing us success. 
Slight improvement is noticed in wage schedules 
in our trade. New unions have been formed in 
New England and Canada. Employment dull, 


Print Cutters. 
Thos. Eastwood.— All members steadily em- 
ployed. Work was slow starting in this season 
owing to the panic of last year. We have made 


FROM DISTRICT, STATE 


ALABAMA, 

Mobile.—Chas. H. Sheraton: 

Employment showed steady improvement dur- 
ing the latter months of 1908 and is now pretty 
fair. Organized labor is still holding its own, and 
in much better shape than the unorganized. An 
organizer for the plumbers’ international union 
has been in this city doing good work in the inter- 
est of that union. There is a good demand for all 
union labels. 


ARKANSAS, 

Denning .—J. P. Gowing: 

Have been pushing the union labels of various 
trades with splendid results. Work is now about 
normal. Unionists work from two to three hours 
less per day than unorganized workers. Their 
wage scales are much higher than unorganized 
prices, Have four new unions under way. After 
a prolonged suspension of work, miners have won 
their case. 


Little Rock.—l,. H. Moore: 

Owing to “shut downs’’ during the panic and 
the long suspension from work many workers 
have suffered severe privations, but these condi- 
tions are now improving. There is considerable 
improvement work under way in this state that 
furnishes more than usual employment for un- 
skilled labor. State federation of labor held at 
Fort Smith drew good attendance and the pros- 
pects are encouraging. The work of the Denver 
convention of A. F. of L. was endorsed by the 
‘ federation convention. The educational cam- 
paign conducted in the interest of the union labels 
aring fruit. We expect to present a number 
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ot iabor bills to the legislature this session and 
have them passed. State federation of labor re- 
_— new unions affiliated during the 
month, 
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satisfactory progress for the past year and are in 
better financial condition than ever before. We 
are securing considerable work outside the wall 


paper industry. é 
Slate Workers.* 

T. H. Palmer.—We are trying to build up a 
strong membership, and hope A. F. of L. organizers 
will assist us whenever possible. Employment is 
not as plentiful as a month ago. 


Theatrical Stage Employes. 

Lee M. Hart.—All members pretty well em- 
ployed. We are trying to secure equitable agree- 
ment and recognition of union men with the 
Theatrical Managers’ Association of Philadelphia. 
New unions have been formed in Pennsylvania, 
Washington, Illinois, and California during the 
month. 

Plate Printers. 

T. L. Mahan.—Trade in fair shape and steadily 
improving. We are organizing locals of our trade 
in the western cities. 


© Woodsmen and Saw Mill Workers. 

Ernest G. Pape.—We are pushing the organiza- 
tion work as much as possible. “Three new unions 
were formed during the month. Employment is 
not yet normal. 


/ 
AND LOCAL ORGANIZERS. 


CALIFORNIA. 

Sacramento.—A, G. Frey: 

Organized workers secure better working con- 
ditions than the unorganized, but employment is 
still uncertain. Secretary of labor council was 
appointed city labor commissioner recently. 

COLORADO. 

Denver.—R. E. Croskey and Eli M. Gross: 

Work in building trades booming. Printers, 
cooks, and waiters, jewelry workers fair; other 
trades dull, although better than at the same time 
last year. Union men have the preference with 
most employers. There are many more unorgan- 
ized workers out of employment than is the case 
with union men. Marble workers won six months’ 
strike for eight hour day and wage scale. Barbers 
secured better adjustment of hours without strike. 
The skilled mechanics are all organized and union 
men are preferred over the unorganized in even 
the so-called open shop, because of their ability to 
do better work. All union labels are being boomed. 
State federation of labor is preparing numerous 
labor bills for presentation to this session of legis- 
lature in which we have 16 labor representatives. 
Weexpect to have this legislation enacted. Among 
the bills are the initiative and referendum, pri- 
mary law, eight hour law, and employers’ liability. 
Asbestos workers and plaster mill operatives have 
organized during month. Freight handlers are 
about to organize. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Walling ford.—Jos. 1,. Merchant: 

Employment is generally steady. Condition of, 
organized labor fair. Brass molders secured union 
shop in an establishment in New Haven. We in- 
tend to put forth our best efforts to do away with 
the pernicious system of the manufacturers’ asso- 
ciation to blacklist the wage-earners and render 
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them unable to obtain employment. This associa- 
tion has arranged it so that it is impossible for 
their employes to better their conditions, by mak- 
ing it necessary for a man or woman to procure a 
discharge from his present employer before he or 
she can secure another position that would pay 
better; also the ‘‘identification cards’’ which are 
being used by the manufacturers’ association are 
doing great injury, amounting practically to a 
blacklist. I have had the opportunity of looking 
over a great number of these while representing 
my organization on a grievance of the cutlery in- 
dustry in Massachusetts, handled for them by the 
metal trades association, and have the evidence 
that this evil exists and works great injury to the 
workers. Teamsters of Meriden are organizing. 


GEORGIA. 


Augusta.—P. K. Tant: 

Most industries have been working short time, 
and conditions are somewhut depressed. Hope to 
be able to report improvement shortly. 

Columbus.—A. C. Snyder: 

Employment is fairly steady, and most organ- 
ized trades are in good shape. A mass meeting is 
being arranged to protest against the unfair de- 
cision and sentence committing President Gom- 
pers, Vice-President Mitchell, and Secretary Mor- 
rison to jail. The entire aldermanic ticket sup- 
ported by organized labor was elected. Carpenters 
are organizing. 


ILLINOIS. 


Alton.—O. V. Lowe: 

Organized labor in good shape, but employment 
is somewhat dull at present. Nochange in hours 
or wages. We patronize all union labels. 

Blooming ton.— George Schoeller: 

Organized labor in fairshape. No recent changes 
in conditions or hours have been made. A contin- 
uous agitation is carried on in the interest of the 
union labels. 

Carlinville.—Rudolph Bohrman: 

Organized labor in good shape and steadily em- 
ployed. We were very successful in our efforts to 
elect our friends in the recent county election. 
There is fair demand for all union labels. 

Carrier Mills.—E. T. Davis: 

Organized trades in this locality are making 
steady progress. Employment is fairly steady. 


Chicago.—Edwin R. Wright and J. C. Colgan: 

Throughout the state the industries are resum- 
ing work. Very little change in wages excepting 
the improvement resulting from steady employ- 
ment. Missionary and educational work along 
economic lines has been accomplished in various 
cities with splendid results. Women’s label league 
is actively engaged in pushing the labels to the 
front. 

Decatur.—Chas. Eaton: 

Organized labor owing to associated effort is in 
far better condition than unorganized. Most in- 
dustries enjoying steady employment at this writ- 
ing. 

Edwardsville.—Peter Dresch: 

Union men have maintained their wage scales 
and hours without strike. Organized conditions 
owing to associated effort are far superior to the 
unorganized. Expect to organize retail clerks. 


Label league is pushing the work for the unicn 
labels. 

Granile City.—John W. Grant: 

Labor in this city is exceedingly well organized. 
All trades secure good wages and conditions in 
general are far better than the average. Th»: is 
owing to union effort. Building operations whch 
have been somewhat slow until recently owins to 
financial depression are now busy and in (act 
every line of work is improving rapidly. The large 
steel mills, foundries, tin plate mills, and in fact 
plants of all industries are operating full time and 
with full crews. Businessis better now than it has 
been for over a year. The demand for men is in- 
creasing. There have been no recent strikes or 
other trouble. Several organizations will present 
new wage agreements for consideration in the 
spring, but no trouble is anticipated in most cases 
as the agreements are practically the same as have 
been in force the past season. Very few unorgan- 
ized workers here. A large protective levee is to 
be built here, and the recently elected levee commis- 
sioners have pledged themselves to employ none 
but organized labor whenever possible. The cost 
of this levee will be $6,500,000. Teamsters have 
recently organized and are perfecting their organi- 
zation to such an extent that it will soon be im- 
possible to find a non-union teamster in this city. 
Am now attempting to organize the janitors of all 
offices and public buildings. 


Lewistown.—A, J. Stutes: 

Industrial conditions here are only fair, There 
has been no general improvement here this sea- 
son owing to depression in financial circles. No 
new work, only repair work in building line. 
Organized workers, owing to their own efforts, are 
ahead of the unorganized as regards working con- 
ditions. 


Mattoon.—R. F. Craddick: 

Organized labor in fair shape and securing fair 
wages. Unorganized workers do not receive near 
what they could get if they were united. Ma- 
chinists are working eight hours five days in the 
week. The largest shop of cigarmakers are also 
working five day week at present. Car repairers 
have formed a union and are represented in the 
central labor union. 


Mt. Carmel.—William D. Haley: 

Indications from all quarters are very encourag- 
ing for this time of the year. Condition of organ- 
ized labor encouraging. Employment steady. In 
railroad shops the eight hour day was secured 
without strike. The unions in this section are 
standing together loyally. We do all we can to 
push the union labels to the front. 


Mt. Olive.—¥F. W. Dingerson: 

Practically every workingman here belong 
some trade organization. The unions are 
represented in the trades and labor council. 
recent changes in wages; no strikes to report. 


O’ Fallon.—Frank M. Evans: 

Organized workers have maintained union 
ditions without trouble in the face of busines 
pression. We do all we can to push the vu 
labels. 

Paris.—Edward Low: 


Organized labor in good shape, practical! 10 
change since last report. There is good dem ad 




















for the union labels among union men of this city. 
Employment slack. 

Peoria.—Walter F. Bush and James F. Davis: 

Organized labor making steady progress. Team- 
sters are making determined effort to improve 
conditions. Distillery workers are rapidly in- 
creasing their membership and added 35 new 
members during month. Turners’ society entered 
agreement to employ only union labor and also to 
demand all union labels. Generally speaking, 
employment is fairly steady. Some improvements 
in wages and hours have been conceded to unions 
without strike. 

Ouincy.—H. W. Vorndam: 

With the exception of metal industry all trades 
are steadily employed. Retail clerks’ union se- 
cured agreement with nearly all merchants for 
early closing, 6 p. m. and at noon on holidays, ex- 
cept Christmas and New Years, when they will 
close all day. To promote the sale of union la- 
beled goods we publish a list of them in our 
labor paper and also issue a pamphlet along same 
lines. Horseshoers and printing pressmen have 
organized. Have two new unions under way. 

Spring field.—R. E. Woodmansee: 

Organized labor in prosperous condition, although 
employment has net been very steady in some in- 
dustries. A local building trades council has been 
formed, and prospects are very good for a large 
number of buildings to go up in this city, which 
means plenty of work for these trades. The unions 
are putting forth considerable efforts to increase 
menibership. Retail clerks formed union during 
month. 

Taylorville.—J. A. Holmes: 

Organized trades in good shape and steadily 
employed. Union men are preferred by employers 
_ unorganized. All union labels are looked 
after. 

Urbana.—Wm. Gillespie: 

Organized labor in good shape and fairly well 
employed. No strikes in this section. Wages 
remain about the same as last year. Have several 
trades about ready to organize. 


INDIANA. 

Elkhart.—A. Eshleman: 

Organized labor making fair progress, although 
but few trades have had steady employment since 
the panic a year ago. A number of trades have 
secured improved ‘tonditions without strike. 
Painters and printers are on strike at this writ- 
ing. There is fair demand for the union labels. 

‘Tammond.—D. E. Evans and L. J. Wirtz: 

suilding trades have kept wage scales up to the 
Chicago prices. No strikes or lockouts to report. 
Union men are securing from 10 to 20 per cent 
more in wages than the unorganized. Barbers, 
sewermen, roofers, shoemakers, and bartenders of 
Gary are about to form unions. 

Logansport,—O. P. Smith and Dora Smith: 

Prospects for this year are much brighter than 
they were for 1908. The unions are in good shape 
and prepared to enter upon a campaign of construc- 

activity and will make progress. Employment 
this time shows decided improvement over 
tr-de conditions a month or so ago. All union 
‘els are patronized. The women’s label league 
1s continually pushing the work along. Garment 
kers and hotel and restaurant employes are 

i .ely to organize. 
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Muncie.—W. S. Porter: 
The unions are in good shape and standing to- 
gether. There are but few unorganized workers in 
this city. They do not receive as high wages as 
the organized trades. Employment, except in a 
few instances, is irregular. No improvements in 
wages or conditions were secured during the past 
year. With exception of astreet-car strike we have 
had no troubles of that sort during year. One un 
organized shop here experienced a short strike 
against foreigners being used to replace Americans; 
the American men won after short time. The label 
agitation is bringing good results. 


Mt, Vernon.—James K. Kreutzinger: 

Work is very scarce in all industries. Three 
new unions of carpenters have been formed during 
the month. A federal labor union is under way 
at Rockport. 


Vincennes.—John C. Mayes: 

Series of meetings are being arranged by the 
central labor union for a general discussion on 
matters pertaining to the advancement of all 
local unions and with a view to organizing a 
women’s label league. Employment fairly steady 
in all lines, with the exception of building trades. 
However, prospects are bright for big rush in 
building line as soon as spring opens. Conditions 
regarding wages and hours remain the same as 
last year, but we expect in the spring to secure 
higher wages and better hours. The eight hour 
day will be an issue during the coming year. 
Union men have fared much better than the unor- 
ganized during past season. Union labels are on 
the boom and the merchants are recognizing the 
demand for union-labeled goods. 


IOWA. 


Cedar Rapids.—A. J. Cronkhite: 

Organized labor in splendid condition consider- 
On account of the 
cold weather employment in sone industries bas 
been somewhat limited. Unorganized workers in 
poor shape—long hours and short pay. Our newly 
elected governor rr a union carpenter, Mr. 
E. W. Van Duyn, of Des Moines, for State Labor 
Commissioner, who is well qualified to serve in 
that capacity. 


Clinton.—Geo. C. Campbell: 

As a result of the political campaign last fall, 
the trades unionists alow and in the Mississippi 
Valley are waking up, and a vigorous campaign 
of organization will be waged the coming year. 
The unorganized realize now that unions are a 
good proposition from a business standpoint, as 
the unionists have not been cut in wages or hours 
of labor increased, while the unorganized have had 
a dose of both. In Clinton the trade unions have 
been in politics for a number of years; the city 
printing bears the label, and work by contract for 
the city is done by union building trades men, 
because members of organized labor are elected 
on the board of aldermen and on the school 
board. We have here a number of new unions 
under way, and as soon as employment is more 
steady, will have no difficulty in perfecting our 
organization. The legislature this winter will con- 
sider a number of bills in the interest of the work- 
ers, and as we have several members of organized 
labor in that body, believe the measures will get 
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proper consideration. Senator elect A. B. Cum- 
mins is pledged to vote for our amendment to 
Sherman anti-trust law, and the modification of 
the injunction. I have his personal letter to that 
effect on file. Letters from trade nnionists in 
Iowa, Illinois, Wisconsin, Missouri, and Minne- 
sota all show increased enthusiasm in the move- 
ment, and all express a hope that the political 
program will be continued, and every effort made 
to organize the unorganized the coming year. In 
concluding this report I desire to call the atten- 
tion of A. F. of L. organizers and trade unionists 
to the importance of subscribing and getting sub- 
scribers for the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST. It 
should be in the hands of every true union man 
and woman; the cost is small, and its educational 
features worth many times the money paid for it. 
Manufacturers of hosiery, neckwear, suspenders, 
ladies’ clothing, gloves, and other small articles 
that bear the union label, would find it to their 
pecuniary advantage to advertise their wares in 
the AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST, and offer to send 
the goods by mail, if merchants refuse to handle 
their product. In other words sell direct to the 
consumer. 


Davenport.—}. T. Sheehan: 

Business is rapidly picking up. With the union 
men wages have remained about the same, 
throughout the year. On account of wage reduc- 
tion among the unorganized, they are now anx- 
ious to join the ranks of the unionists. Union 
wages are at least 20 per cent higher than the un- 
organized. A number of union label promoters 
have visited this neighborhood with good results. 
The city of Rock Islands, I1l., will have an electri- 
cal inspector and we expect a union man to fill 
the position. 


Dubuque.—Simon Miller: 

We look for improvement in conditions, es- 
pecially as to employment in the spring. Employ- 
ment now somewhat slack in all industries. 
Organized labor in fairshape. We expect to secure 
arlvance in wages next spring. Union label com- 
mittee is actively pushing the work in the interest 
of all labels. The jail sentence imposed on our 
leaders has awakened the workers in this city to 
a realization of conditions today as they really are. 


Waterloo.—E. G. Pullen: 

Organized labor in good condition, all trades 
steadily employed, with the exception of railroad 
industries where the men suffered lay off. We are 
continually pushing all union labels. 


KANSAS. 


Zola.—Pratt Williamson: 

Present industrial conditions are better than for 
some time past. In some trades employment is 
steady, while others are slack, on account of win- 
ter season. Central body has reorganized and 
started in for active work. 


Kansas City.—R. J. Hall: 

Freedom of speech and the press is the topic of 
interest to the workers at this time. The applica- 
tion of the Sherman anti-trust law to labor unions 
is also of vital importance to the working people 
of this country and is much discussed by all. Or- 
ganized trades in good shape, but unorganized 
workers are suffering wage reductions. Employ- 
ment is very unsteady. 
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Pitisburg.—J. J. Nolan: 
All organized trades steadily employed. This 
city can boast of more union men than any other 
in the state. Have two new unions under way. 
All union labels are well patronized. : 


KENTUCKY. 


Lexington.—A. Bablitz: 

Conditions are fair for organized industries. 
Building trades, however, suffer from lack of em- 
ployment. It is hoped that the adjustment of the 
tobacco growers’ troubles will tend to bring about 
renewed activity in that industry. 


LOUISIANA. 


New Orleans.—J. E. Schroth: 

Organized labor making steady gains. Textile 
workers were out 14 weeks on strike resisting 
wage reduction of 20 per cent. They won their 
old wage scale. Unorganized textile industries 
throughout the south have long hours and low 
wages. Have several new unions under way. All 
union labels are patronized. 


MAINE. 

Biddeford.—¥. 1. Leighton: 

Trade conditions are steadily improving; work 
is becoming more plentiful. Have two or three 
different trades on the road to organization. The 
union labels are constantly being promoted. 

Vinalhaven.—Winslow Roberts: 

Most industries here are organized and work 
steadily. Thereis fair demand for all union labels. 
No recent changes in wages. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

Adams.—W. B. Miner: 

Textile workers are working steadily. The or- 
ganized trades are far better off than the unorgan- 
ized as regards working conditions. The union 
labels show steady increase in this section. 

Cambridge.—Harry W. Joel: 

Most organized trades in fair shape. Carpen- 
ters, horseshoers, building laborers, and other 
unions are enjoying good conditions. Unorgan- 
ized workers receive from 20 to 50 per cent less 
wages and work longer hours. Central labor 
union of this city has a committee of twenty-five 
men to look after the union labels. 

Chicopee.—James F. Murphy: 

Wages, hours and working conditions are fair 
for organized trades. Employment is steady at 
this time. There is great difference in the condi- 
tion of unorganized labor as compared with the 
unionized. Expect to organize mill operatives 
shortly. We elected mayor and ten aldermen 
favorable to organized labor, inthe recentelection. 

Fall River.—John Golden: 

Employment is now steady in most lines. Or- 
ganized workers have better conditions than the 
unorganized. Organized two unions of textile 


workers during the month. Have three new unions 
under way. 

Fitchburg.—Robt. Walsh: 

Present industrial conditions are not very good 


here, but indications are that times will improve. 
Some trades are employed two-thirds time, while 
mill hands are working full time. Have two new 
unions under way. Will start a label league :n 
the near future. 
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Hyde Park.—Edward F. Brennan: 

Employment is steady, although someindustries 
are running short time. Organized labor is better 
paid and union hours are shorter than unorganized. 
Street car men affiliated with central labor union 
during month. There is general demand for all 
union labels. 

Milford.—P. J. Dacey: 

Practically no change in conditions since last 
report. Union men, owing to their own efforts, 
are better off than the unorganized at all times. 
Employment still uncertain. The committee of 
the central labor union is working for the union 
labels. 

New Bedford.—Samuel Ross: 

Organized labor in fair shape and enjoying 
fairly steady employment. The 56 hour bill was 
passed by Massachusetts state legislature. General 
agitation is carried on in the interest of all union 
labels. 

Pittsfield.—John B. Mickle and John Weir: 

Conditions good for organized trades in this 
city. A committee from central labor union is try- 
ing to secure better sanitary conditions for bakers. 
Employment is uncertain. We have educated the 
merchants so that we can have goods bearing the 
union labels at all times. 

Southbridge.—]J. J. Cooney: 

Hours and conditions for union men are fairly 
satisfactory. Wages are about the same as last 
year. Building trades have had uncertain employ- 
ment fora year. Union cutlery works have been 
booming steadily the year around and can not 
keep up the orders. No strikes to report. We look 
for everything to boom in the spring. Carpenters, 
painters, and kindred trades will have plenty to 
do, and we look for large increase of membership 
in these industries. Machinists are talking organ- 


ization. 
MICHIGAN. 

Ann Arbor.—Geo, Kuster: 

Organized labor is holding its own, with good 
prospects for coming season. Employment has 
been pretty steady in building trades. Wages in- 
creased slightly during summer without trouble. 
Printers are building up their union in good shape. 

Detroit.—W .J. Emery: 

The past month showed some improvement in 
trade conditions. In every way is organized labor 
far ahead of the unorganized workers. The present 
session of legislature will see some activity on the 
part of the people to secure favorable labor legis- 
lation. Prospects are bright for some organization 
work during the winter. 

Kalamazoo.—E. H. Ellis: 

Justice Wright’s decision is condemned by all 
men, unionists and non-unionists alike. The work- 
ers have united in a protest against the decision. 
All unions are picking up. Members in different 
trades are taking more interest in the movement 
and non-unionists are beginning to inquire intothe 
benefits of unionism, with view to becoming mem- 
bers. Cigarmakers are gradually building up their 
niembership. Employment fairly steady, with a 
few shops working short time. In the printing 
tredes, non-union pressmen and bookbinders are 
working nine hour day, while the union men in 
the same trade work eight hours. Metal lathers 
formed union recently. There are prospects of 
several new unions being organized in the future. 


Muskegon.—M. M. Hearns: 

Building trades have had a prosperous year. 
Working conditions and employment for this 
season fair. Prospects bright for a steady season. 
In a few cases wages have been increased. No 
strikes during the year. 

Saginaw.—R. I. Jones: 

Condition of organized labor is fair; much su- 
perior to the unorganized. Nearly al) trades are 
steadily employed. Label league is promoting 
demand for all union labels. 


Sault Ste. Marie.—James W. Troyer: 

Employment is practically at a standstill; in fact 
has been dull for past year, owing to the financial 
depression. Industrial conditions, consequently, 
are below normal. Union men are working ener- 
getically to boom all union labels. 


MINNESOTA. 


Minneapolis.—E. G. Hall and A. E. Kellington: 

Considering the season, employment is fair. 
The open winter has been good for the building 
industries. The organization of Women's Label 
League has been perfected, and the organization 
is rapidly growing. Have one new union under 
way. Conditions are better for union men than 
for the non-unionists. 


MISSOURI. 


De Soto.—B. A. Bell: 

Every trade here is organized and working 
under union agreement, with the exception of 
car men. During the past two months employment 
has been steadily improving. All union men de- 
mand the union labels. 

Kansas City.—John T. Smith: 

All trades are fairly well employed at this writ- 
ing. Considering the season of the year, condi- 
tions are very good for organized workers. Tailors 
have increased their membership from £0 to 220 
in the past three months. Labor conditions are 
better at this time than ever before. Fully 90 per 
cent of our members are working; the unorganized 
workers are making applications to join the 
unions, in order to secure work. We expect to 
occupy our new labor temple by the first of May. 
This temple will cost about $70,000. Our union 
label league is well attended at all meetings. 

Moberly.—C., Dysart: 

There is plenty of work in this section. Every- 
thing is moving along smoothly. Wages are good 
and union men work the eight hour day. No 
strikes or troubles toreport. During the present 
session of legislature we will try to have some 
labor laws enacted. 

Novinger.—Lewis Bankson: 

This is a mining district and all the miners are 
organized. Conditions are fairly satisfactory. The 
men are working under union contract. The union 
labels are urged. 

St. Joseph.—C. 1. Kennedy: 

Organized labor in good shape and steadily em- 
ployed. Typographical union and leather workers’ 
union both affiliated with the central labor union 
during month. Expect to have car workers affili- 
ated with central body soon. 

St. Louis.—David Kreyling and Eugene Sarber: 

Organized labor in healthy condition, but unor- 
ganized are just the reverse, as most of them are 
idle, while the union men are steadily employed, 
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and receive from 25 to 35 per cent higher wages. 
Coopers’ union secured new agreement with em- 
ployers, providing for slight increase in wages and 
improved conditions without strike. A building 
trades section, with 19 trades represented, under 
jurisdiction of Building Trades Department of 
A. F. of L., was formed during the month. Coop- 
ers organized recently. A strong agitation is car- 
ried on for all union labels. Initiative and refer- 
endum have been adopted by the state. 


MONTANA. 

Livingston.—A. D. Peugh: 

Condition of organized labor only fair; unorgan- 
ized workers in very poor shape. There is little 
or no work, with exception of railroad shops. Lots 
of idle men here and passing through here daily. 
There is fair demand for all union labels. 

Missoula.—Frank C. Ives: 

The unions affiliated with the A. F. of L. have 
no troubles in this section. The employers look 
with favor upon union men. Condition of organ- 
ized labor in western Montana is good. There 
is no comparison possible with the unorganized 
workers who are far behind. Since last report 
two unions of lumbermen have affiliated with the 
State Federation of Labor, and six unions have 
been formed under the jurisdiction of the woods- 
men and sawmill workers. There is encouraging 
demand for union-labeled goods. 


Red Lodge.—John Massow: 

Practically all trades here are organized. Em- 
ployment steady in all lines. We are always 
urging union men to support the union labels by 
demanding goods bearing the union labels. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Manchester.—Park Mitchell: 

Organized labor is very well employed, consid- 
ering the season of the year. A number of large 
buildings are about to be constructed in this city 
shortly. The building trades are pretty well or- 
ganized and have the eight hour workday. Union 
printers of Berlin recently secured increase to 
$20 per week in wages. While most of unorgan- 
ized men are steadily employed, they do not re- 
ceive as high wages or work as short hours as the 
union men. 

Nashua.—John J. Coyne: 

Conditions of organized labor compared to that 
of the unorganized all through the financial de- 

ression has been so much better, that that in 
itself should be an object lesson as to the benefits 
of unionism. Recently there has been some im- 
provement in employment. Printers show dispo- 
sition to organize shortly. Union label commit- 
tees are actively pushing the work for all union 
labels. 


NEW JERSEY. 

Elizabeth.—John Keyes: 

Although employment is very scarce in almost 
every industry, still the union men have been able 
to maintain their conditions and are far in ad- 
vance of the unorganized workers in this respect. 
The organization committee of the trades council 
is urging the local workers into activity. 

Paterson.—Paul Breen: 

Business is improving and a number of mills 
have started up again. Iron shops are slow, but 
building trades are going back to work aftera dull 
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summer season. Silk workers seem likely to gt 
in line and organize. 

Red Bank.—John H. Dey: 

All organized trades in fair shape, but employ- 
ment is scarce. The mills here are using union 
labels. 

Woodbury.—Carlton Park: 

Business very dull; about forty-five per cent of 
the workers are steadily employed. Clerks at 
Atlantic City are organizing. 


NEW YORK. 


Albany.—Wm. McCabe: 

Employment is scarce and prospects are not 
bright for the winter season. Organized labor, 
however, in fairshape. Meter workérs were out 
on strike five weeks against wage reduction. The 
strike was settled by arbitration and no wage re- 
duction. All union labels are boomed. 


Cohoes.—Theodore De Groat: 

Trade conditions steadily improving. Union 
men are enjoying steady employment, but unor- 
ganized workers are not certain of work. Organ- 
ized labor in good shape. Expect to get the meat 
cutters to organize shortly. 

Newburgh.—John Rothery: 

Organized trades are working at union wages. 
The non-unionists are working for any wage at all 
and are really to be pitied. There are few men in 
any trade that are not working on short time, as 
business is not yet back to normal. Expect to 
have painters and teamsters’ unions of Walden un- 
der way shortly. The central body at Walden is 
doing good work for the union labels. Meetings 
are well attended and the membership is steadily 
growing. 

New York.—Emanuel Koveleski: 

Labor conditions at this time are not what we 
could desire, but considering the financial and 
industrial stress passed through during the past 
year, can say that the unions are holding their 
own. Nostrikes here at present. The organized 
workers are receiving the benefits of their organ- 
ization. Have several new unions under way at 
Elizabeth, Rahway, and Paterson, N. J. 

Norwich.—W. E. Miner: 

Industrial conditions fairly good. Employment 
stead y.. Conditions in this cityareabout twenty-five 
per cent higher for union men than for non-unicn- 
ists. A lively campaign is being waged in the inter- 
est of the union labels. Have one new union und:t 


way. 
Port Chesier.—Wm. Rander: 
Considering the hard times through which 1! 
people have passed during past year, organized 


e 
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labor is in good shape. There is not much to !e 
said for the unorganized workers. Plumbers, e]: 
trical workers, and building trades department 
have been organized during month. 

Schenectady.—John J. Henley and J. T. McCon- 
ville: 

Organized laborin fair condition. Employm« 
is unsteady, over half the building trades are « 
of employment at this writing. Organized la! 
has decidedly the best of it as regards conditio: 
and a number of unorganized workers are talki 
organization. While the unions were not entir« 
successful at last election, still we have evider 
that their power was felt and caused an awaken: ; 
of the workers. 
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Syracuse.—Dell Nichols and Robt. Kinney: 

The unions have maintained conditions and are 
fairly well employed at this time. Among the 
unorganized workers there is much wretchedness 
because of lack of employment. We look for trade 
conditions to improve shortly. Beer drivers won 
strike against violation of agreement and discharge 
of member. A building trades section is under way 
and will make progress. Elevator conductors 
have union under way. All union labels are pro- 
moted. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Ray.—H. J. Finney: 

All organized workers steadily employed. Con- 
ditions are not so good for unorganized. Cooks 
and waiters are organizing. We urge the demand 
of all union labels. 

OHIO. 

Barnhill,—Frederick Helle: 

With exception of miners, who are working half 
time, all other industries seem to be fairly em- 
ployed. Carpenters’ union at Unichsville is grow- 
ing rapidly, and all union men in that line find 
plenty to do, while the non-unionists are walking 
the streets. Conditions for organized labor fair. 
In the recent campaign throughout the county 
we elected men fair to organized labor. 


Cambridge.—Fred A. Edwards and Albert E. 
Pitt: 

Organized trades in very good shape, taking 
into consideration the dull times for the building 
trades at this time of the year. Unorganized labor 
. invery poor shape. With exception of building 
trades all other industries are steady, but there 
area number of idle men in the city, The union 
labels are boomed at all times; the central labor 
union particularly active in this work. Have two 
or three new unions under way. 

Cincinnatt.—Maier Schwarz: 

Majority of trades at this time are working 
steady; clothing business very busy. Overall 
workers now working eight hour day, secured 
with other concession without strike. Organized 
workers always receive higher wages and shorter 
hours than the unorganized. The union labels are 
very much in evidence and arrangements are being 
made to have a large display of them ir this city. 
Photo-engravers are on strike at this writing. The 
men are above the average intelligence and have 
the matter well in hand. The strike is handled in 
avery business like way. The men are receiving 
strike benefits partly from international union and 
partly from local union. Organizer Rist is holding 
meetings every Sunday, educating the workers 
along trade union lines, with good results. 

Cleveland.—Michael Goldsmith: 

We are trying to build up a fair opinion and 
better understanding of the trade union move- 
ment. There is some idea of the various unions in- 
vii'ag the employers in their respective crafts, to 

eir meetings to discuss matters pertaining to the 

‘fare of the trade. A clear understanding of the 

2 ustrial situation in their respective industries 
\| tend to lessen the troubles and adjust differ- 
es between employes and their employers. 
can then take up the work in the spring with 

a will and without trouble. Organized labor in fair 
shipe, but employment is scarce at this time. 
Through the good offices of organizer Harry 
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Thomas the picture show men have been organized 
during month, 

Columbus.—Wm. B. Hartman: t ‘ 

Employment is steady in all lines, with exception 
of outside trades, which are at work when the 
weather permits. Unorganized workers do not 
have as good wages or hours as the union men. 
Organized labor making steady progress. All trades 
report business good and all members steadily 
employed. A great agitation is carried on for the 
nnion labels. 


Conneaut.—E. H. Martin: 

The unions are holding their own. Employ- 
ment in building trades falling off on account of 
weather. Expect to organize federal labor union 
during month. 


East Liverpool.—J. P. Duffy: , 

Condition of organized labor most encouraging. 
There are some few trades yet unorganized, but 
in near future hope to see them in line. Employ- 
ment at present is much steadier than for some 
time past. Trades council of this city made quite 
a demonstration of the union labels in the form 
of a public entertainment at the Lyric theater. 
Bakery workers are organizing. 


Findlay.—R. S. Todd: ; . 

Considering the season of the year, industrial 
conditions in this section are fair. Employment 
steady in most industries. Three unions have 
won the eight hour day without strike. 


Ironton.—Jas, F. Hayes: ; 

All organized trades in fair shape and starting 
in with steady work. It is to the credit of organ- 
ized labor that nearly all industries are in good 
shape after such a long period of idleness. 


Lorain.—C. A. Miller: 

Organized labor in better shape than for a year 
past; the unionized workers are practically the 
only ones securing any steady employment. ‘Trade 
conditions are improving. Central body has been 
organized during month and is now doing good 
work. Cigarmakers are waging active campaign 
in theinterest of the union labels. Organized labor 
of this city showed up well in the political cam- 
paign. The majorities of a number of opponents 
were reduced considerably. 


Mansfield.—C. R. Aderman: ; . 

Employment is improving in some lines of in- 
dustry. Organized labor, generally speaking, in 
fair shape. Unorganized labor in very unsettled 
condition. Trades council had a union label exhibi- 
tion in connection with moving picture show. Ex- 
pect to have a new union pnder way very shortly. 
There is fair demand for all union labels in this 
city. 

Marietta.—Wm. F. Debold: 

Work is somewhat steadier at this writing than 
for some time past. Unionized trades have the ad- 
vantage over the unorganized and are far ahead of 
them as regards working conditions. 


Mt. Vernon.—C. A. Wells: 

At this writing employment is almost normal. 
Although times have been hard during the past 
year, still the unions are in good shape and the 
organized workers show up to great advantage 
over the unorganized industries. Considerable 
agitation in this city for all union labels. 
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Nelsonville.—Chris Evans: 

Condition of organized labor at present, outside 
of the clay, brick, and tile workers, is good so far 
as organization is concerned, but the latter trades 
are not receiving the wages paid in other places 
where they are better organized. Employment, 
generally speaking, has been less than half time 
in coal mines, but building trades have been 
working fairly steady. 


New Philadelphia.—A. J. McMillen: 

Industrial conditions fair for organized trades. 
Employment generally dull at this time. Mines 
working half time; steel works very unsteady. 
Organized labor stood by its friend A. W. Ellison 
and elected him to the Ohio legislature in the last 
election. Five state laws in the interest of labor 
have been passed through the energetic efforts of 
this friend to the workers. On every hand is there 
evidence of the loyalty and affection of the organ- 
ized workers in this section toward Samuel Gom- 
pers, their chosen leader. 


Springfield.—C,. W. Rich: 

After a careful canvass it is found that organ- 
ized labor, due to its organizations, has maintained 
a splendid record throughout the entire year; this 
despite industrial depression. There has been no 
reduction in wages, rather some scales have been 
increased and hours in some instances reduced. 
The prestige achieved has constantly gained until 
today the movement is conceded to be a potent 
factor in all civic and industrial affairs in this 
community. Even unorganized labor partially ap- 
preciates the protection of organized labor, and is 
in sympathy with the movement, realizing that the 
effort of their union brothers has had a beneficent 
effect upon all who labor. Employment through- 
out the year, with the exception of molders and 
one or two other indoor trades, has been fairly 
steady; outdoor employment steady, but their 
season is now closed. The following organized 
trades have bettered their conditions during the 
year: Printers, printing pressmen and assistants, 
barbers, clerks, carpenters, stage employes, and 
laborers. In some instances the improved condi- 
tions have been gained through strike, but more 
often negotiations along peaceful lines prevailed. 
Organized labor opened the new year in splendid 
condition. Already plans are prepared to care for 
next season’s work. Unorganized labor will drift 
along with the tide and unless times materially 
change will meet with continued rebuffs and re- 
verses. Through continued agitation, the union 
labels have been brought prominently to the front 
and there is a largely increased demand for union 
labeled products of every description. We propose 
to buy goods from our’ friends and let alone the 
goods of those who do not favor us, all court de- 
cisions notwithstanding. Several employers have 
been arrested for violation of child labor law. 
There will probably be more arrests and convic- 
tions along this line, as we have a good active in- 
spector. Much credit for the good work accom- 
plished in this section during the year is due sec- 
retary of the central labor union, Mr. T. J. 
Creager. 

Zanesville.—John Mercer: 

Organized labor in good shape. Employment 
in all lines is better at this time than a year ago. 
Teamsters and bakers are organizing. The union 
labels are patronized by all union men. 
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OKLAHOMA, 

Ardmore.—D. N. Ferguson: 

Union men in this city are enjoying good condi- 
tions and have steady work. No strikes or other 
troubles. We have the same conditions as last 
year. We elected a majority in legislature favor- 
able to organized labor and expect to secure favor- 
able labor legislation. 

Bartleville.—Geo. McConnell: 

About ninety-five per cent of all labor in this city 
is organized. There are more calls for the union 
labels than ever before. Employment steady and 
conditions good. Carpenters expect to raise their 
wage scale from 37% to 45 cents an hour. We 
have secured the eight hour day in city ordinance. 
Barbers organized during month. 

Enid.—H. A. Breitenstein: 

Among organized trades there has been no 
marked improvement in wages, but conditions are 
fairly good and employment steady. No strikes to 
report. The Farmers’ Educational Society is in 
sympathy with us and work in harmony whenever 
the opportunity presents. At a conference held 
with the representatives of the John Deer Plow 
Company, under the direction of trades council, 
which had for its object the adjustment of affairs 
with that concern, the farmers’ society was repre- 
sented by several of its leading officers. The mat- 
ter bids fair to be equitably settled at an early 
date. A campaign of label advertising has been 
planned through stereopticon reproductions of 
the union labels; also a mammoth stock show 
pavilion, which will cost $50,000, is to be erected 
by an incorporated company, in which almost 
every public-spirited citizen of this city has pur- 
chased stock. The trades council has amassed 
a bona fide subscription, made up of the various 
structural trades, to be paid for in labor, provided 
it is constructed under union conditions, to the 
amount of $2,926.63. Steam engineers and federal 
labor union are being organized. 

Guthrie.—G. E. Warren and Henry M. Walker: 

Organized labor in fair shape. Most trades 
fairly wellemployed. Several new organizations 
held splendid mass meetings during December. 
Carpenters, painters, and central body organized 
recently. The central body will have fraternal 
delegates from farmers’ union. Federal labor union 
under way. Allied printing trades label is being 
urged tothe front. The co-operative idea between 
labor organizations and the farmers’ organizations 
is very strong, and much good work is being done 
in that direction. Eventually this state will be 
one of the strongest co-operative bodies in the 
west for legislative purposes. 

Kiowa.—Walter Evans: 

Employment fairly steady. No strikes or other 
troubles to report. Organized labor in good shape, 
although no recent improvements in conditions 
have been gained. Organized blacksmiths work 
eight hour day at $3 a day while the non-union 
work 10 hours for $2. Miners have steady work 
and eight hour day. Carpenters are talking orgat- 
ization; they now work 10 hours for $2.50 a day. 
Miners are very consistent in demanding the union 
labels at all times. 

McAlester.—D. S. O’ Leary: 

Business very dull in this section. There ‘s 
practically no work done here at this time. Lau- 
dry workers are likely to organize. These meu 
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work about fourteen hours a day for 65 to 85 cents 
a day and they certainly need organization. 

Sapulpa.—Wm. J. Johnson: 

While work is not very plentiful, most of the 
organized trades find employment fairly steady. 
Organized labor in the lead as regards industrial 
conditions. Good demand for ajl union labels. 
Federal labor union is being formed. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

Altoona.—J. H. Imler: ; 

At this time of the year employment is not 
steady in all branches of work. Organized labor 
has the best of it as regards conditions and are 
always preferred by employers because they are 
more skilled than the unorganized. No improve- 
ments in wages have been secured, but the hours 
have been shortened during the year. Am trying 
to secure the fortnightly payday in railroad shops. 
About ninety per cent of all printing done in this 
city bears the union label. Have good prospects for 
the organization of several unions in the spring. 


Easton.—J. H. Wesley: ; 

There is marked improvement in trade condi- 
tions over last month. No strikes or troubles. Or- 
ganized labor making steady progress. A building 
trades council, with 16 trades represented, was or- 
ganized during month. Good demand for all 
union labels. 


Edwardsdale.—James E. Jones: a 

Organized labor in good shape, but condition of 
unorganized workers so poor that most of them 
realize the great importance of joining the unions 
of their respective trades. Employment at this 
writing steady. 

Erie —Theodore Eichhorn: ‘ 

Organized workers are maintaining their posi- 
tion and doing everying possible to advance their 
cause. Unorganized workers are receiving wage 
reductions. Union men show decided advantage 
over the unorganized as regards wages and work- 
ing conditions. Efforts are being made to form a 
union label league, also a women’s label league. 
Union label advertising show appeared in this 
city to agood house and created a decidedly favor- 
able impression. The central labor union is en- 
deavoring to secure affiliations of all organized 
unions in this city. Plumbers have formed union. 

Harrisburg.—W. J. Coldren: 

Union men are more steadily employed than the 
non-unionists. Brewery workers are gaining in 
their strike. Carpenters and joiners also making 
progress. Our labor paper is doing good work 
in the interest of the trade unions of this city. 
Federal labor union has been organized recently. 
Bakers and confectionery workers and teamsters 
are about to organize. 

McSherrystown —S. H. Weaver: 

Despite business depression of the past year, or- 
ganized labor has maintained good conditions. 
Employment not yet normal. Cigarmakers’ union 
holding all their members although many are out 
of work. This demonstrates the wisdom of the 
out-of-work benefit. There is good demand for all 
union labels. 

Veadville.—G. S. Wagner and W. J. Sook: 

Organized labor conditions are far superior to 
the unorganized. Employment steady in all 
trades except railroad industries. All union labels 


are demanded. The moving picture show of the 
shoe workers in the interest of the union labels 
under the auspices of the central Jabor union was 
well attended and will bear good results. 

Monongahela.—M. W. Forester: 

Organized labor making steady progress. Con- 
ditions show improvements since last report. Car- 
penters organized recently. Painters and printers 
are organizing. All union labels are promoted. 

Philadelphia.—Wm. J. Boyle: 

So far organized labor has successfully resisted 
all attempts at wage reduction. Unorganized 
labor in very poor shape. The mass meeting held 
here at the Lyric Theater under the caption 
“Church and Labor’’ proved a great success. D. 
A. Hayes, vice-president of A. F. of L., delivered 
an address and created greatest enthusiasm ever 
known in this city. Laundry workers have in- 
creased their membership and secured advance in 
wages. Street and electric railway employes have 
presented demands for increase in wages and 
Straight runs, as against the ‘“‘swing system.” 
There is good demand for union labeled goods in 
this city. 

Warren.—W. E. Hyde: 

Trade conditions are picking up. 
conditions fair for organized labor. 
new union during the month. 

Williamsport.—S. Herman Alter: 

Employment unsteady and a number of trades 
suffering on this account. Theatrical stage em- 
ployes formed during month. All union labels are 
demanded by union men, 


RHODE ISLAND. 

Pawtucket.—Henry Frasier: 

Trade conditions picking up. Industrial condi- 
tions fair in this section. There is fair demand 
for all union labels. 

Woonsocket.-—-Martin W. Cass: 

Organized labor is steadily employed at this 
time. The unions are making. steady progress, 
although it takes good hard work to achieve re- 
sults. Unorganized labor in an almost slavish 
condition, 


Industrial 
Organized a 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Spartanburg.—C. B. Brooks: 

With exception of building trades labor is 
steadily employed in all industries. Printers 
secured a new wage scale with increse of 10 per 
cent. All but one shop signed this agreement. 
Union men have the advantage over the unor- 
ganized. We keep the union labels constantly be- 
fore the members. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Aberdeen.—]. W. Woodman: 
Organized labor in good shape and steadily em- 
ployed. Cigarmakers organized during the month. 


TENNESSEE. 
Knoxville.—Geo. E. Jones: 
Trade conditions improved during the past 
month. Industrial conditions fair so far as or- 
ganized labor is concerned. 


TEXAS. 
Abilene.—W. T. Scarborough: 
Union men since their organization have secured 
the eight hour day, but non-unionists still work 
nine and ten hours. There is very little doing at 
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present as regards building industry, but pros- 
pects are bright for the coming year. All union 
men ask for the union labels when purchasing. 

Beaumoni.—Oscar Ackerman: ; ceeey ; 

Most of all work in the mechanical line in this 
city is done by organized workers. Employment 
is fairly steady. Theatrical stage employes have 
union under way. We are working to promote 
all union labels. With exception of carpenters all 
skilled labor is well organized. Carpenters do not 
enjoy steady work at this time. Bartenders are 
organizing. 

Bridgeport.—J. C. Phillips: : 

Miners in good shape, working under union 
agreement, which covers a period of two years, 
16 months of which yet remain. The financial 
stress during the past year has forced much 
hardship in some lines, but miners are enjoying 
steady work. All union labels find good demand. 

orpus Christi.—B. P. Moore: 

Sodpenttal conditions have suffered because of 
the financial stress of the past year. There is very 
little activity in any line as yet. 

Denison.—Herman Kachel and B. F. Shearod: 

Employment is steady and prospects are bright 
for a good season. Organized labor in good shape. 
There are few unorganzied workers in this vicin- 
ity, We are pushing the union labels to the front. 

Ft. Worth.—H. B. Lind and W. E. Auldridge: 

The unions have by far the best of everything 
here. Employment is fairly steady; great improve- 
ment during past month in this respect. Horse- 
shoers secured increased wages and reduction of 
one hour a day. Stationary firemen also increased 
wages, Union men are recognized and secure the 
best jobs around here. We won a complete victory 
in city elections after hardest fought battle in 
history of the city; many corporations with un- 
limited money were against us in the election. 
We feel certain that building inspection law will 
be passed at next meeting of commissioners. Bottle- 
blowers organized union during month. 

Galvesion,—Edward Carney: ; ' 

All trades in good shape and steadily employed. 
There is very little use for unorganized labor in 
this city. 

Palestine.—F. P. Hadlock: ; 

Union men enjoying good wages and satisfac- 
tory hours; unorganized trades work from three 
to six hours a day longer at less wages than re- 
ceived by union men. Employment steady at this 
time. Clerks and painters are organizing. 


Port Arthur.—J. G. Noyes: = 

With few exceptions all unions are enjoying the 
maximum wage scale in this city. Am working 
to get the marine warehouse workers’ union organ- 
ized and expect to report them next month. Re- 
fineries are running steady. Work on dock front 
fairly good; other crafts fairly well employed. 
The benefits of organization are in many instances 
extended to the unorganized workers. All union 
labels are promoted. 


Sherman.—H. Mitchell and Josh McGrew: 
Nearly all organized trades well employed under 
good conditions. Unorganized workers are work- 
ing below union scale and work from 12 to 14 
ours a day, while the union men have the eight 
our day in almost every trade. Employment is a 
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little dull at this time. Painters have been suc: ess. 
fulin their strike, the bosses having conceded their 
demands. Carriage and wagon workers formed 
union during month. The question of union la)els 
comes up for discussion at all union meetings 


Waco.—John R. Spencer: 

Employment has improved somewhat dv; ng 
month, but there are considerable idle unorganized 
and unskilled laborers in this section. City labor- 
ers secured increase of 10 per cent in wages on 
demand without strike. Union men are more fully 
employed at better wages and hours than the un- 
organized. A labor paper was recently started in 
this city, and receives fair support among the 
workers. 

VERMONT. 

Newport.—H. P. Sweet: 

Employment very unsteady, but union men 
secure steadier employment with better pay, than 
the unorganized workers. Many of the unorgan- 
ized workers are living on the town. Restaurant 
and hotel employes are talking organization. 


White River Junction.—E. D. Biathrow: 

The decision of Justice Wright in the injunction 
contempt case has shocked all fair-minded citi- 
zens. No other person would dare use such lan- 
guage as that indulged in by the judge. Organ- 
ized labor has successfully resisted all] attempts at 
wage reduction or increase in working hours, 
Painters of Hanover, N. H., organized recently. 
Carpenters and machinists at Windsor, Vt., will 
form unions shortly, 


VIRGINIA. 


Alexandria.—Howard T. Colvin: 

Work has become slack this winter in all lines. 
The building trades probably suffer more than any 
other from lack of employment. The trade con- 
ditions are worse if anything than at this time last 
year. Union men have maintained their wages 
better than the unorganized workers. Every union 
man should see to it that his poll taxes are paid 
so that he can vote in the gubernatorial primary 
and general election next year. This election 
promises to be of great importance to the union 
men of this state, and they should follow the ad- 
vice of the leaders in the labor movement and 
get to work at once to elect their friends and de- 
feat ther enemies. 


Richmond.—James Brown: 

Organized labor still holds its own in every par- 
ticular. Unorganized trades get poor pay and 
work long hours. No strikes or lockouts to re- 
port. Employment steady at this time. 


WASHINGTON. 

A berdeen.—l,. L. Alexander: 

This city strongly organized, particularly amc» 
the skilled trades. Jen in the mills are yet wu: 
ganized. Employment steady in most industries. 
During the past year the unions maintained t! 
wage scale. This harbor is the best organize: 
any on the Pacific coast. Garment workers fort : 
union during month. 


Seattle.—Frank W. Cotterill: 

There area number of unorganized indus‘ 
here. Unskilled laborers are unorganized. 
ployers have taken advantage of the unorgani « 
workers in many instances. They are consta: 
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advertising for ‘‘open shop’’ mechanics. There 
have been several attempts at wage reduction, but 
the unions have firmly resisted all such attempts. 
Wages are fully 50 per cent higher for union men 
than for the non-unionists who are competing on 

iecework and limited time. Outside small shops 
are running trade schools. Central labor council 
has demanded that rolling-mill stock and equip- 
ment of the street railroad combine be examined, 
as many accidents have occurred. Hodcarriers 
and building laborers have formed union, Expect 
to have the teamsters, truck drivers, laundry 
workers, and glove workers’ unions under way 
soon. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Clarksburg.—W. R. Talkington: 

Condition of organized labor fairly good, al- 
though employment is uncertain at this season. 
Indications point to good spring season. We are 
agitating the question of union labels at all times. 


Huntington.—R. B. Willis: 

All unions in fair shape in this city with the ex- 
ception of pottery workers’ who suffered shut 
down for the past eight months on account of 
money depression. Wages so far have remained 
the same for union men. Organized workers are 
always preferred by employers in this city. Chair 
factory employes and laundry workers are organ- 
izing. 

WISCONSIN. 


Eau Claire.—Carl Foasberg: 

Employment fairly steady at thistime. Union 
men receive from 10to 15 cents more an hour than 
unorganized. The Central Labor Council is send- 
ing out committees to boom all union labels. 


Menominee.—Carl L. Schultz: 

Industrial conditions fair in all trades. Employ- 
ment fairly good in all lines with exception of 
building trades. We expect to have the six o’clock 
closing in all stores from the first of the year. The 
increased demand for the union labels has caused 
the merchants to stock up with union made arti- 
cles and there is hardly any line of goods now 
that we need buy without the label. 

Milwaukee.—¥Frank J. Weber: 

Organized trades in fair shape, particularly in 
the building industries, although employment has 
not been particularly plentiful. Unorganized 
working conditions are very poor; their hours of 
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labor have been increased and their wages re- 
duced. Metal trades suffered most during the 
present industrial depression due to the money 
panic. Splendid work is done in the promotion of 
all union labels, not only in the industriai centers 
of the state, but also in the agricultural districts. 
The American Society of Equity in this state 
through their county o1ganizations is applying for 
trade union speakers to address their members on 
the benefits of organization and the union labe). 
The best of feeling prevails in this state between 
the farmers’ unions and the trade union movement, 
and has resulted in splendid demand for union 
made goods. The county of Milwaukee is having 
a large viaduct built and the contractors to whom 
the contract was let, have entered into agreement 
with the Building Trades Counci! to employ only 
union men in the building cf this viaduct. 


WYOMING. 

Dietz.—G. B. Queen: 

Some branches of organized labor are not as 
active as they should be, but are managing to 
hold their own notwithstanding. Building trades 
fairly well employed. Central Labor Union sup- 
ports union label committee. 

Sheridan—James Morgan: 

The hours of labor and wages paid to unorgan- 
ized workers do not begin to equal those paid to 
union men. Employment fairly steady. Nearly 
all organized trades have the eight hour day with 
good wages. Wages and conditions for union 
men remain about the same as last year. No wage 
reductions. Cooks and waiters formed union. 
Will probably organize union of clerks. 


PORTO RICO, 

Mayaguez.—Juan B. Rivera: 

Organized trades are regularly employed, while 
the unorganized are in poor condition. Union 
men have bettered their conditions and receive 
higher wages and better hours than those who 
have not organized. Have two new unions under 
way at San German. 

Yauco.—Leonardo Pacheco: 

Organized labor has made such good progress 
during the past few months, that the employers 
and capitalists are taking notice. We are striving 
to create and maintain a perfect trade union organ- 
ization. Four unions of carpenters and bricklayers 
have been formed. Have several new unions in 
different sections under way. 





DOMINION NOTES. 


CANADA. 


Vancouver, B. C.—R. P. Pettipiece: 
imployment is steady for some industries, but 
ther: are less than 75 per cent of the organized 
wor ers steadily employed. With the unorganized 
trades, this condition is worse. Practically all 
Skilled trades are organized. Allied printing 
tra: -s council is booming the union labels. 
imipeg.—J. C. Bleaken: 

O::anized labor in good shape and fairly well 
em, oved. While the unions here have not lost 
an. ‘round during the past year, neitber can we 
Say iat we have made any gains, but we expect 
to. able to do some good work during the com- 





ing year. City council passed a favorable fair- 
wage clause. 
yydney, N.S.—J. R. Martin: 

Majority of organized labor working steadily. 
Mills and factory men busy. Conditions at this 
particular time of the year, makes it difficult to 
keep the unemployed together. Conditions among 
unorganized labor are deplorable. Nine hourday 
has been secured in factory, mill and steel plant 
without strike. Wages have improved through 
organized effort. Trades and labor council was 
formed in September and have carpenters, brick- 
layers, molders, machinists, and tailors, affiliated. 
Expect to get motormen and conductors to affili- 
ate. Clerks, car workers and painters are organ- 
izing. 
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STATE OF EMPLOYMENT, DECEMBER, 1908. 


Compiled by the Editor of the American Federationist. 

Of the 1,698 unions making returns for December, 1908 
with an aggregate membership of 117,805, there were 6.3 
per cent without employment. In the preceding month 
1,455 unions, with a membership of 99,200, reported 6.8 
per cent unemployed. 
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Chart showing the reported percentage of unem- 
ployed members of trade unions at the close of each 
month, commencing January, 1907 

The heavy line indicates the per cent for 1908; the 
light line for 1907 
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FINANCIAL STATEMENT. 


Following is a statement of the receipts and expeiseg 


for the month of December, 1908. 

breviated thus: j, f, m, a, m, etc.) 

1. Balance on hand December 1, 1908 
Laborers prot 9549, tax, s, 0, $i; d f, $1... 
—_ ultural workers 11827, tax, oct, 85e; d tf, 


mn . candlers "12090, tax, “oct, | $1.35; “a f ‘$1 35... 

Laborers prot 11753, tax, oct, $2; da f, $2 

Womens prot 12729, tax, oct, 70c; ‘a f, 70c; 
sup, $3.24.. 

Federal labor 11722, tax, ‘s, 0, n, "$2.35; df, $2. 35 

Federal labor 12586, tax, ‘oct, 45e; af, 45¢ 

Central labor union, Traverse City, Mich, 
tax, july, to and incl dec 

bx 8 —_ labor council, ann Mich, 
tax 

Central rer union, ’ Portsmouth and vicin- 
ity, Va, sup 

— ae stone cutters asso of N A, tax, 


(The months are 


Machinists helpers 12606, tax, nov, $1; d f, $1 

Railroad helpers and laborers 12263, tax, 
nov, 86c; d f, 85c.. . 

noe makers ‘and helpers’ 12319, tax, nov 


cloth. examiners —< spongers 11680, 
0, n, $22.65; d f, $22. 
Federal labor 8971, = oO, n, $1;da f,$ 
Federal labor 8564, tax, a, 8, 0, ‘n, $2; ‘a f, $2 
Federal labor 8785, tax, sept, 8c; df, 80e 
Federal labor 11459, tax, oct, 90c; d f We 
Trades assem, Ballston &pa, "N Y, tax, 
Trades and press council, he or sane 
tax, j, a, 8 ...... 
United’ iabor “congress, “Mahoning” 
Youngstown, Ohio, tax, a, 8, 
Cae labor union, Holyoke, Mass, tax, 


oO 
Trades assem, NY, 


Federal labor "10746, ‘tax, ‘nh, ‘a, $3.30; d f, "$3.30; 
sup, $1 ... 

Intl enles ¢ of ‘pavers, rammermen, ete, | sup 

Egg inspectors 11254, tax, nov, $14.50; d f, 
$14.50; sup, $4.50 

Amal meat cutters and butcher workmen 
of N A, sup 

Quarry workers intl union, sup... 

. = prot 12712, tax, bal nov, "$2.50; “a tf, 


,a,8 
fash, 


metre stabi tax, 


cancer intl union of A, tax, oct 

United house shorers, movers and sheath 
pilers 7417, tax, 0, n, d, $31.05; d f, $31.05 ..... 

Cloth and stock workers 10184, tax, nov, 
$1.75; d f, $1.75 

Intl longshoremen asso, tax, no 7 

Federal labor 12706, tax, oct, 500; d f, 50c . 

Labor council, Bronx, N Y, tax, 8, 0, n, $2.50; 
a $4.50 


Trades council, Marion, Ill, tax, j, a, s, 0, 
Central labor union, Marceline, Mo, ‘o. 
ec, 08, j, f, 
United mine workers of A, sup . 
Columbus ae of tabor, ‘Columbus, 
Ohio, tax, 
Federal labor 9826. tax, dec, $3.60; d f, $3.50; 


intl treet of boliermakers, jron 8 
and helpers of A, 8 
Wisconsin state fcbeuntion of labor, sup 
Suspender workers 8144, sup... 
= workers 12151, tax, nov, $2. 50; ‘a f, $2.50; 


up, 50c.. 
4. Peatl workers. 12497, tax, nov, $3.50; a Tf, ‘$3.50 
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Stenographers, typewriters, bookkeepers, 
and casietants 11778, tax, a. 8, O, n, $13; d f, 
Stenographers, typewriters, bookkeepers, 
and aecletan stan is it , tax, nov, $2; d f, $2... 
Firemens asso “12270, tax, nov, 
Central wate union, Port Jervis, N » A tax, 
J, a, 8. . ye 

Central i Tabor union, “Meadville, Pa, tax, 4 
a, 6, 

central labor union, ‘Conneaut, Ohio, tax, 


n, “South bridge, “Mass, 





j, a 
Central ‘ol un 
tax, 
Trades’ hey ‘Tabor ‘assem, “Marietta, ‘Ohio, 
TAX, IM. J, J, B. B. O...c0ee-reeererereeesreeees 
Federal labor ise7, tax, o, n, $6.50; d f, $6.60... 
Glass house employes 12596, tax, 8, 0, 8; d f, 





$l.. 

Bottie cap, ‘cork. and stopper Workers 10875, 
tax, nov, $7.50; d 

Intl union of cata constructors, tax, 
nov, $10.22; sup, $7.50 


le = -_ of carpenters and joiners of A, 


OTB, CAX, O, W.....00.-.-- -crscerecoseseccerereesesseveereseess 
Navy veo. ‘olerke ‘and draftsmen 12327, tax, 

nov, $7.80; i ckincsnuneietupiorenagiiastmiatnsetens 
Federal labor 11366, tax,o, n, d, $1 a d f, $1.50 
Federal labor 8227, tax, nov, $1.25; a f, $1.25.. 
Federal labor 12676, tax, dec, $2; df, $3 eedphaeese 
er we labor 12709, tax, 8, 0, n, $7.35; d f, 
Federal labor 8770, tax, 0, n, d. VY Fs f, $2.25 
Federal labor 8288, tax, se pt, $2; d f, $2.......... 
I Laborers prot 9512, tax, * 8, 0. $1 Os T; $1 a 

Hair spinners 10899, tax, dec, $1.85; a f, $1.85 
( — labor union, Watertown, Wis, tax 


Central ‘trades and labor ote Oklahoma 





Trades an Kokomo, “Ind, 
tax, aug, ’08, to and incl jan, "09. 
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$26 00 
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10 00 
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5. Federal labor 9066, tax, j, a, s, $8; d f, $3. 


Brushmakers intl 6, SUp............cccseeeeee 
Suspender workers 12252, sup... 
Federal labor 8281, tax, dae. Toc; d f, 7éc; sup, 





bUc 
Trades and labor council, KE Liv pool, Ohio, 
sup.. 
Central labor council. “Jamestown, N Y, ‘up, 
Switchmens union of N A, tax, 0, N.............. 
Bro of painters, decorators, and paperhang- 
ers of A, tax, no 
Central trades council, Mobile, Ala, tax, Jan 
mm to and incl june, Wwlo Lesa seage. dusvenpebenvenaats 
rades council, Jackson, Mich, tax, dec, ’07, 
= and inci aug, ’v8... 
Central trades and iabor council, Hatties- 
a eo RS ae | ae 
7 and labor anesen, Hannibal, Mo, wom, 








J, a, 
Fedcrai ‘jabor "12681, ‘tax, 0k, $8.05; a f, $3.05... 
Federal labor 8621, iax, n, d, $1; df, $ 
Federal labor 8152, tax, Boe stead df, aa 
Federal labor 12550, tux, dec, 850; d f, 5c; 
su 


-- 





p, $1 nail 
Federal labor 12614, tax, nov, 45c; d f, 
Federal labor 9182, tax, o, n, d, $1 "05; d f, $1.05 
Federal labor 12362, lax, 0, D a 
Federal labor 8060, ‘tax, dec, f, 
Federal labor 12522, tax, n, d, 5 a 
Marble, mosaic, and terrazza worhere meen 

tax, 0, n, d, $3.75; d f, $8.70... 
Tobacco strippers 9608, lax, nov, § $5; a ft ‘$... 
Watchworkers 661, tax, oct, $1.55; d f, $1 5 
Pastemakers 10567, iax, a, 8, 0, nd, § $5; af, Lg 
ae £3 10911, tax, a, 8, 0, n, d, ’08, }, f, *09. , 
$2.80; d f, 80. 


Thomas R Mould, Belleville, Ii), sup... 
Coffee, spice, and baking powder workers 
eit ATE ixecincxvccccececncesntocsohnnenedetengeeoqneomnessannes 
Adams express co, Washington, DC, refund 
United express co, Washington, D C, refund 
“a central trades council, Granite City, 





Central labor union, Pittsfield, Mass, sup. 

Central labor union, South Framingham, 
Mass, tax, 8, 0, 0, $2.50; sup, 50c.................. 

Bakery and confectionery workers intl 
Tf A ee ee 

Dated workers int! union of N A, 8up........ 
nited bro of ae aed Joiners « pa A, 





Suspendermakers $05, up... 
— labor 8806, tax, 0, n, d d, $15; “a f, $15; 


Machinists Tae and laborers 12298, tax, 
NOV, $1.80; d f, $1.30; sup, $1.50................0000+. 
ag 3 prot 126f8, tax, nov, 750; d f, 75c; 
sup, 50 
Mettopolitan’ asso double drum ‘and hoister 
ce eee ce SE 
™, steel, iron, ona granite ware workers 
0943, tax, dec, $6.15; d f, $6.15; sup, $4......... 
American society of plate engravers 9003, 








OC, BOG; BT, BOC. ....cceeeevee. seves: 
Rock’ drillers and’ tool sharpeners 12366, tax, 
nov, $2.50; di f, $2.50................ 
— atrendania and janitors 12624, ‘tax, ‘8, 0. 


Federal labor 12102; tax; nov, #3 0: ae f, $7.50... 
Central labor orem Lancaster, N ¥, sared 


uaber ¢ council, Evanston, Ill, tax, j,j, a, 8, 





oO, 2 

Molders and electroty pe finishers 17, sup... 

Intl bro of woodsmen and saw mil! work- 
Crs, tax, OCt, $3.60; SUP, $7.40......-ceeeeereer arenes 

Trades council. Cumberland, “Ma sup... 


seeeecces 


. Intl we * of theatrical stage ‘employes, 





Steel plate transfererrs asso of A, tax, }, 2, d 
ss labor union, Alliance, ‘Ohio, ‘tax > 
widtrel aber Sin’ tax, des. ai a petite aa 
Federal labor 9870, tax, 0, n, d, $1.05; d £,$1.06 
Federal labor 12710, tax, a, 8, 0, n, $8.75; d f, 


$3.75. 
Federal labor 10651, tax, o, n, $7: ae 
a eh calkers and repairers ieee, i tax, dec, $5; 
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REMEMBER 


We Guarantee Every Bottle of 


Old Charter 
Whiskey 


BOTTLED IN BOND 


to be of the highest quality. 


Our guarantee means all the word 
implies. 


. 


Wright § Taylor, Incorporated 
Distillers - - LOUISVILLE 











. Federal labor 10279, tax, nov, 90c; d f, 90c 
Laborers prot 10215, tax, a, 8, 70c; d f, 70c 
Federal labor 9644, tax, nov, #5c; d f, "35¢ 
Trades council, Jeannette, Pa, sup 

Trades council, Sesser, Iil, sup 

oe cutters union’ of U s.and Can, tax, 


a rms 9771. tax, s, O, n, $3.80; d f, Ss 80 
Porters prot 12029, tax, nov, $1.70; df, $1.7 
Waste handlers 8964, tax, a. 8, + d f, $i... 
United textile workers 620, su 
Tobacco = 
$3.25; sup, $ 
Federal labor 083, sup 
Vermont state fed of labor, tax, nov,’ 
and incl apr, ’09, $5; sup, $ 
Lithographers intl prot and beneficial asso 
of U 8S and Can, sup 
Intl union of pavers. 
tax, o, n, $15; sup, $1.25.. 
=— union of united brewery ‘workmen of 


rammermen, etc, 


Central er union, Rumford Falls, Me, 
tax,j,a 

areian "weil drillers and levermen 10344, 
tax, dec, $2; d f, $2 

Mineral water workers 12674, tax, sept, $3; 


Badge and lodge paraphernalia makers 9136, 
tax, nov, 55c; 

Pole raisers and electrical assistants 12491, 
tax, nov, $3; 

Lastmakers one, oo 0,2, “d, "$l 1.2 

Heading workers 12611, tax, oct, 85c; 

en prot asso 12693, tax, rs $1.25; a f, 


$l 
Sewer and ‘tunnel ‘workers 7319, ‘tax, nov, 


Sugar workers 10519, tax, dec, $7.50; d f, $7.50 


10. Horse nail workers | 
Laborers prot 8856, tax, 
Federal labor 10185, tax, 8, 0, $1.3 
Federal labor 12575, ey nov, $2; fee 
Federal labor 8805, tax, dec, 40c; d f 4U0c 
Suspender workers 11095, ’ tax, 8, 0, D, 


d f, $1.20 

Rockmen’s prot 12712, tax, acct dee, $2. ‘50; a i, 
$2.50; sup, 

Intl smoot bridge and structural iron work- 
ers, sup 

Federation of labor, Yonkers, N Y, sup 

Horse nail workers 7180. 

Tin plate workers intl prot asso of A, sup... 

Metal trades dept, Washington, D. C sup.. 
Central labor union, Manchester, N .sup.. 

. Intl brick, tile and terra cotta workers 

alliance, tax, a,m,j,j,a 

Assorters and packers 8316, sup 

Horse nail makers 10953, tax, nov, $2.50; d f, 
$2.50; sup, $2 

Intl alliance of theatrical sage mone 4, 


,d, $3; 





sup.. : 
Awningmakers. 12238, tax, ‘ja, 3, o, 


Marble, ‘mosaic, ‘and terragza ‘workers 12707, 
tax, 0, n, d, $2.40; d f. 

Bottle caners 10535, tax, = $2; d f, $2 

Mineral and soda water bottlers 9275, tax, 
n, d, 70¢c; d f, 70¢ 

Trades and labor assem, Mascoutah, Ill, sup, 

Tennesste fed of labor, tax, a, 58, 0, n, a,’ 08, 


j, ’09 

Central labor union, I ‘anther C reek Vaile y, 
Tamaqua, Pa, tax, o, n, da... 

Federal labor $998, tax, dec, $ 
$4.25 .. 

Federal labor 10128, tax, dec, $1.50; d f, 

Trades and labor council, Hancock Mich, 
tax, o,n,d a 

Intl glove workers union of £ 

Int! union of slate workers, nov 

Ladies straw ay or hat’ workers 12675, 
tax, nov, $7.50; d f, $7. 

Base ball makers 1092s 9. tax, nov, 60c; é f, 60c 

Bridge tenders 12333, tax, dec, $3: d f, 

Paper carriers p and b asso 5783, tax, n, a, 
df, 

Spring ay! _— knife makers 
sept, $1; 

Federal heber 12274, 


$5; ‘a f, $5; ‘sup, 


12272, tax, 
$1.50; d f, 


295, tax, ja, 8, O, oy 8. 50; ‘df, 


tax, nov, 
Federal Jabor 7 
$2.50 
Federal labor 7241, tax, dec, 70c; 
Federal labor 12735, tax, nov, $3; d t 
Federal labor 11823, tax, nov, $l. 25; af, $1.2: 
Federal labor 12672, tax, dec, 55c; df, 55C....... 
Amer fed of musicians, tax, dec spendindionenieue 
Fed of labor, Detroit, Mich, tax, nov, ’(8, to 
and incl oct, 
sn — labor assem, Jacksonvil le, til, 
tax, 
Albert | Faddis, Mt Vernon, Ohio, sup.. 
Federal labor 12608, tax, a, 8s, o, n, d, $1. 85; 
fe FE ~ eee  A eier eee 
Federated trades council, Milwaukee, Wis, 
sup . eee oe 3 
Steamfitters ‘helpers "28. ‘sup. 
Central labor union, Wilkesbarre, Pa, sup 
9 asso of st and elec rwy employes, etc, 
up ‘ate 
Grays yy ile drivers 12088, tax, 
n, d, $4; d f, $4.. 
Gen paving inspectors and. material testers 
10579, tax, j, a, Ss, oO, n, d, $3.30; d f, $8.30. 
— box workers 12581, tax, dec, 60c; d f, 


a labor 8584, tax, a, s, o,n, $1.80; df, 
= dept. laborers. 12435, tax, ‘oct, “Fbe; af, 


Stenographers 12380, tax, dec, 35c; d f, 35c.. 

Federal] labor 12576, tax, dee, $1.60; d f, "$1 60... 

Federal labor 12002, tax, J, Ms 8, 0, n, a, $2.10; 
d f, $2.10 .. 

Federal labor 12316, tax, 0, n n, $2. 18; a f, $2. 16. 

Federal labor 8139, tax, nov, ‘$2; d f, 

"rae. trades assem, Portland, cane, | tax, 


, a, Mm 08 
Gon" workers 12451, tax, dec, $2.05; d f, 
a gon — 


Machinists helpers and truckmen 1 


nov, 70c; d 
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INDEPENDENT SALT CO. 2 


Borough of Brooklyn, City of New York 


MAIN OFFICE 


332 East 103d Street 


to 24 Taylor St. 





















































Smith Street, Brooklyn WAREHOUSES: Manhattan Market 
Telephone Call, 640 Hamilton Telephone Call, 1136-79th St. 
4, Lamp workers 12604, tax, nov, $1.15; df, $1.15.. $230 16. Nail mill employes 9987, tax, h Give, oL poh a f, 
A. rederal laber 8769, tax, nov, $1. 20; a f, $1.20. 2 40 : $3 00 
= house packers 12588, tax, dec, $1.50; d f, 
lgueantase. ¥ 8 00 ‘ 150 
Well drivers 12623, tax nov, $1; a f, ‘si... seas 00 
4 80 Plumbers, diggers and sewer builders 26, 
tax, 0, n, d, $3; d f, $3. te 6 00 
50; 17 00 — nail makers’ 9056, 
NY transfer. co employes “prot Oe nc eae 5 60 

See, TINE AE Ti TI cisccennsianign ennas-evennnaaensahensensinnsts 1 80 Federal labor 9436, tax ; d f, $1. 2 50 
Moccasin workers 12484, tax, nov, $1; d f, $1.. 2 00 Central labor union, "Mesherry stown and 
Central labor union, Pittston, Pa, tax, a,8,0 2 50 Hanover, Pa, tax, 0, n, d, 08, j, f, m, ’v¥...... 5 00 
Trades assem, Rome, > A ey YT eee 2 50 Central Jabor union, ¥F Tremont, ‘Ohio. tax, j, 

Intl stereotypers and electroty pers union, Dy Dicerceesnenbertinseintinttinip<teteerennvnienrscotits seek sbsend 2 50 

BBE, BOY coree, ceserecrescocsovcssvosesesvocosocssssnation sescerese 17 72 Central trades and labor council, Rochester, 

Ceramic, mosaic, and encaustic tile layers Y, tax, a, 8, 0, n, d, (8, J, ‘U9... 5 00 
and helpers intl union, tax, 0, n, d............ 25 60 Trades and labor assem, Uttumwa, "Towa, 

Central labor qonet, Oakland, Alameda ee YY ea eee 5 00 
co, Cal, tax, j, J, a, 8, 0, n, d, ’08, acct jan, 09 6 00 Trades and bor council, Wellston, Ohio, 

Quarry workers intl union of N'A, su Ps Bantenne 50 WI i TT, as seit eeepnisennnsianestnmenintaivainaen 250 

Int! asso of bridge and structural iron Central labor union, Fitchburg, Mass, tax, 

SPUN AIIID.. . condsneensinmneieannnnbiipemnennnnasiiens 8 50 rey \ FX See eee 5 00 
Washington state fed of labor, sup............... 8 00 Trades assem, Spartanburg, 8 C, tax, 8, 0, D 280 
Federal labor 8087, SUP..............0++-esse« ease 25 Central labor union, Boonville, Ind, tax, 

Horse nail makers 10953, sup 10 00 ’ Flats gqapetneneiptnnebpmsebeaessagsnenindesteqsee 2 60 

Music engravers 11809, tax, nov, $1.65; df, Plaster makers prot 12746, Sa 10 00 
$1.65; sup, $2... 5 30 Trades and labor council, Sweetwater co, 

Street, sewer and gen “excavating ‘laborers We eR icccrenssentsmvescnecqunctttensivtctnenpeanesientutcbie 10 00 

11603, tax, 0, n, 4, $7.50; d f, $7.50; sup, 25c... 15 25 Federal labor 9644, tax, Go, 85c; d f, 85c......... 70 
Marine trades council, Jersey City, N J, sup 8 50 Federal labor 8306, tax, D, , $2. 60; ‘a f, $2.60; 
Suspender workers 9480, Sup...............-ccccsesssee 7 50 NT icithienienenstinncgntncodicgnengenehinnseastancaniondion 6 70 
Stoneware workers 6888, tax, dec, $4.50; d f, Federal labor 11796, tax, 8, 0, $2.20; d f, $2.20; 

RIIES TiN MENU: axpaiacaniniccconbiniieeeteseeiibametminsinmiane 9 50 I i ctahitedbicetiesstininunsth<iesbtnindlanmnipeianibiniadnnibigsies 5 65 
Oil and gas well workers 12010, sup............... 475 Amal lace curtain operatives of A, tax, 0, n, 
Suspendermakers 9560, tax, nov, i: a f, $5; 0 Mine, WI Dea iivetincenconersatinesenescncnsseveecsepeamineans 8 93 

OS Rae k FR Raat Ss SS RL a 26 00 Glassblowers asso eae 50 
A Goodell, Seattle, Ww _ eee 2 25 Small ware enamelers 12609, tax, 0, n, d, $3.25; 

Central trades and labor assem, Spring- on i Te 7 50 

SES ER 1 Central labor union, Berwick, Pa, sup......... 25 
Central trades and iaborcouncil, pment Fire dept employes asso 10446, sup.......... 425 

N Y, sup.. ose 20 00 Locomotive hostlers and helpers 11894 tax, 

16. Tobacco ‘strippers: 12439, “tax, ‘a 8, 0, n, nov, $2.76; d f, $2.75; sup $2. 7 50 
E.R See sensed 5 40 Porters 12029, sup...............0+++. 1 00 
oll and gas well workers 12009, ta — prot 10298, tax, o, n, » $23 up, 

n, d, $2.60; 2.60 .. 5 20 4 50 
Flat janitors 12361, tax, ‘jan, é Theaitieai tailors. ‘and dressers” 12719, ‘tax, 

| fk | RE arora gah eee 37 nov, $1.50; d f, $1.50; sup, $1. 400 
Cooks and waiters 10968, tax, dec, $9; a t, $9; —— ators 5, 12711, tax, dec, $10; “a f, “$0; 

a Oe IEE ET I 27 00 NEI, Siev0recusinsoninnsiosainbencintnincmsetgun-inenetttiethnnanin 22 00 
Domestic laborers 11668, tax, oct, 50c; d f, 0c 100 Intl A ten union, New Bedford, Mass, 

Hair spinners prot 12358, tax, nov, $1 85; df, II, CNN k scnssis. scsecdotdensitaasentieteatneiisernnwces 1 02 

ERO ESE ER CIS 870 17. Central trades and labor council, Rhine- 

Elevator conductors and starters 11959, tax, lander, Wis, sup.. 10 00 
ad ESSERE SR Se a 10 00 Wood, wire, and metal lathers inti ‘union, 

Tobacco strippers 12690, tax, nov, 50c; d f, 50c 1 00 tax, TRE ATRL LE a FON LEE 25 00 

Hat and =e leather sweatband cutters 11307, Intl typographical union, tax, nov... wees 215 95 

tax, dec, BS Gh By Pi asnccesevenccsntescserntessutnonsses 1 50 — labor union, Derby, Conn, ‘tax, 0, 

Machinists ‘helpers 9713, eS | eS MSE Pe ee er 2 50 
up, $2 ___ REE LAR SS SO ERs 19 75 Trades ww! labor council, St Cloud, Minn, 

Central ‘a r union ——— eee, |) ee a 2 50 
» &, 8, O, My G, $5; SUP, BHC.........cccceccovee-cocceeee 5 85 Trades and ‘labor assem, Pontiac, III, tax, j, 

Central labor ‘union, "Lbanea, Pa, tax, a Oa Oi I icscatcsichasiiensh dienes 5 00 

n, d.. 2 50 Fed t girades council, Janesville, Wis, iax, | a, 

Central labor union Malden, Mass, ‘tax, a,8, 0 | Se, SRE OES hE eae 2 50 
Te labor union, Canton, Ohio, tax, j, a, Park employes prot asso 11820, tax, sept, 
5 00 JF F138 ° Seen acer & 250 
Suspender workers 12282, tax, 0, n, d, $1.35; 
‘s veined fo . sara APT ‘i: 270 
Pp nite rl workers tax, nov, 
Fotcral labor iit, tax, dec, $2.75; d f, $2.76.. 5 50 af, esti ; ne 4 50 
Federal labor 12321; tax, nov, 75; d f, on “ee 1 50 Laborers prot 10191, tax, n, d, $2.50; d f, $2.50 5 00 
Federal labor 12475, tax, nov, $1.55; d f, $1.55.. 8 10 oe an ae rubber workers 12074, tax, 
Union co trades council, Elizabeth, Ne sup 2 00 40 
Gypsum workers 12744, BUP......cc.sccessse-creoeeues 10 00 
Central labor union, Broo lyn, N Y, sup... 5 50 8 20 
Federation of labor, Cedar Rapids,’ Towa, " 
tax, &, O, M, G, OB; J, £, "OD...ccrcesscorccseeess soocesece 5 00 210 
m Daniel J Davenport, " Washington, D C su 58 50 407, tax, nov, sdf, 8 00 
i yt an intl asso of U 8’ an a ae age te makers, costumers ‘isas, 
McieiieniaeipaatghtTaudsegupeie sept, 1 20 
Horse nail’ makers 7180, tax, deo, $4; d f, $4... 8 00 Stove mounters int wi UNION, SUP.....0cercecceeeeeeee 100 
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SMOKE... 


J. G. Dill’s Best Cut Plug 
RICHMOND, VA. 











JUSTUS VON LENGERKE, President. C. W. SHAFFER, Sec’y and Gen. Mgr. ERNST DETMOLD, Treasurer’ 


If you are not in favor of the ‘‘ Powder Trust’’ 
buy your dynamite and blasting supplies of the 


NATIONAL .POWDER COMPANY 
353 FIFTH AVE. NEW YORK CITY 














19. sae and labor congress, Dubuque, Iowa, 


17. ees labor 11833, tax, 8, 0, n, d, $1.40; df, 


40 
Federal labor “T1891, tax, nov, $2. 95; af, $2. 96... 
Federal labor 8228, tax, dee, 35e; d f, 35¢ 
Central labor council, Franklin ae 
Central labor union, Concord, NH 
Fed trades council, Santa yh Cal, sup 
Central trades and labor union, St Louls, 


Trades a and labor. assem, ry Fallon, Ill, ‘sup.. 
Trades and labor council, De Soto, Mo, sup 
Trades council, Dayton, Ohio, su 


on 


up 
Federai labor 12710, sup. 
Gas workers yooh tax, dec, 80c; d f, “BOe; sup, 


da 
central labor union, Wausau, Wis, tax, a, 


Trades council, Ann Arbor, Mich, tax, j, a, 
8, 0, D 

Bookkeepers, | atenographers, “accountants 
12646, tax, nov, $2; 


p 
Glass bottie blowers asso of the US and Can, 
a Telephone operatives 11498, tax, dec, 55c; d f, 
55c. 


Milkers prot 8861, tax, oct, $7.50; @ f, $7.50. 
Sailmakers 11775, tax, dec, $2.25: a f, $2.25 
be workers 12369, tax, dec, ’08, ‘jan, 09, $3.20; 


d f, $3.20. . 

Machinists helpers 12394, tax a ae fa @ 
Federal! labor 6925, tax, o, n, 
Stone machinists and BLA igree. 
Labor council, San Francisco, Cal, sup... 
Fed of trades, Columbia, 8 CO, sup 
Jour barbers intl union of A 548, sup... m 
Tin plate workers intl prot asso of A, sup... 
Central labor union, Newport, RI, sup... 
Suspendermakers 9560, sup 
Granite workers 9289, ta 

$1.25; sup, $2.50... sicniadetbaatdaniins 
Tuck pointers 1038 60; d f, $2.60; 


50c 
apring and Leo e~ _— makers 12272, tax, 
O, n, $2; d f, $2; sup, $1 
Stone handlers an derrickimen "12657, “tax, 
dec, $2; d f. $2; sup, 50c.. 
= ‘raisers and elec assistants 12491, tax, 


s 
Quarry workers intl _— of N A, sup. 
Laborers prot 8vu79, s 

———_ helpers 13598" os, dec, $1.40; d f, $1.40; 


RRS SSRS SHSSSS 


~ 


oe a> ore 


up, 90c 
Granite polishers, quarrymen and laborers 
10306, tax, dec, $1.10; d f, $1.10; sup, $1.25 
Egg Angpectors’ 11254, tax, dec, $lo; d f, $15; 


Bees >= 
S SSRaxsasss ses 


sede ‘aber council, Girard, Kans, tax, 
aug, '08, toand incl july, 09 

wey employes 12326, tax, nov, $3. 45; 
Headingmakers 12653, tax, dec, 75e: q e 76e.. 

Gas workers 9840, tax, dec, $14. 75; df, $14.75. 

Wire Cry prot asso 12600, tax, j, a, s, o, n, 
d, $3.70; d f, $3.70... 

Laborers 9105, tax, j,a , a, $6; d f, $6... 

Machinists helpers 12345; tax, dee, $1. 50: d f, 


$1.50. . 
City laborers. prot. 12280, ‘tax, 0, ni, d, $6; d f, $6 


t 
Seo 
uo S 


~ 
tow 
3 


— 
nw 


— nail makers 6170, tax, ov, $5.50; a f, 


Federal labor 9449, tax, dec, 45c; di f, 45c 

Federal labor 8818. tax, dec, ye a f, 60¢ 

Federal labor 11478, tax, dee, $2.50; d f. $2.50.. 

Federal labor 11990, tax, 0, m $1; d f, $1 

Intl spinners union, tax, 0 .d 

Federal labor 8203, tax, o, n, ‘a, $3; d f, $3 

Central trades and labor ‘union, Pawinekéi, 
R I, sup ..... on 

Central labor council, Butte, ‘Mont, ‘sup. 


_ 
_ 


Broa 


dec, $3; d f, $3; sup, $1.25 
Shipwrights, joiners, caulkers, ‘ete, 31, “sup... 
Trades council, Beardstown, I[ll, sup 


. Bricklayers 12747, su 


P.. 
Toronto district labor council, “Toronto, “On- 
tario, Can, sup 
Central labor union, San Juan, P R, tax, m, 


Rishimond| borough ‘central trades and labor 
council, Staten Island, N Y, tax, o, n, d 
Federal labor 12575, tax, dec. $2; df, $2....... 


a 


ao 


bo 


RAR SSSssss SS SS SSE 


Tin plate workers intl asso of A, sup ..... lame workers 12618, tax, n, ‘d, $3.50; a 3 
7 bag workers 11757, tax, dec, 60c; d f, 
; Sup, 2ie ... pe: 
Central trades and labor council, Will co, 
Ill, tax, J, f, m, 
Central trades he labor council, Bay ‘City, 
Mich. tax, j,a,s 
Hat trimmers 11594, tax, nov, $1. 35; df, $1.35 
seepaeee operators 12601, tax, dec, 75c; d f, 


Laborers prot 12098, tax. dec, a. 35; 4. f. $1.25 
Federal labor 12692, ‘tax, dec, $3.15; d f, $3.15.. 
Federal labor 12552, tax, nov, $3.50; da f $2. 
Central saner union, Salem, "Mass, tax, a, m, 


a 
- 
Q as 


_ oo 


f, $1. 
Bricklay ers 11659, tax, nov, 75c; d f, 75c... 
Fire rec employes asso 10446, tax, dec, $4. ‘50; 


sss 


f, $1.40 
Bricklayers 12728, tax, nov, $1.10; a f, $1.10... 
Porters 11652, tax, 8, o, n, $3; d f, $8 
Laborers prot 12667, t tax, H, $1.75; d@ f, $1.75 
Bricklayers 11659, tax, oct, 5c; d f, 50c 

Gas workers 10678, tax, dee, 87; a f, $7 

as Yuen potters 8302, tax, oct, $1.90; di f, 


he ¢ ket knife makers ‘12229, tax, nov, 
oF Pee 


eeeeeeeeeees oeneneres 


OO be bo — 
SS ssse8e Ses ses seeeses 


oan acts. wwe Ne KF ee 


J.j.a 

Central labor union, Taunton, Mass, tax, s, 
O, n, $2.50; sup, " 

Central labor unfon, ‘Quincy, “Mass, 

Fed trades and labor council, San Di Zo, ‘ 
Cal, sup 
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HIGHEST IN HONORS 


BAKER’S COCOA 


Bd 
AWARDS 
IN 
EUROPE 
‘“AND 
AMERICA 


red 
pee ot. 


A perfect food, preserves 


health, prolongs life 


WALTER BAKER & CO., Ltd. 


DORCHESTER, MASS. 


Established 1780 











2. Car vhee. molders and helpers 7229, tax, o, 


n, d, $5; d f, $5; sup, $l 

Water pipe calkers 10880, tax, ca, f, m, $1.80; 
d f, $1.80; sup, $1.60.. 

Women’ -F laborers 11762, tax, “nov, "S; a t, R; 


gaan strippers "10422, sup... 
reise bro of leather workers on horse 
g 


up.. 
. bey coune il, “Alexandria, Va, tax, a, s, 0, 


n, 


n,d 

Trades and labor council, New Albany, Ind, 
tax, a, s, 0, n, d, 08. 09 

Central’ trades and labor union, St Augus- 
tine, Fla, july, ’07, toand incl june, 08. 

Curb cutters and setters 8373, tax, o, n,d, 
U8, j, f, ma, $2.10; d f, $2.10 

Sewer cleaners and panes 10886, tax, Oo, n, 
d, $15; d f, $15 .. 

Rock mens prot 12712, “tax, “acct dec, $5; df, 


Cigar factory tobacco aryge 10227, ‘tax, 
nov, $3.25; d f, $3.25... : 
Sewer diggers 8662, tax, dec, $3 af, , $8 
Laborers prot 8249, tax, nov $I. -23; a f, $1.25. 
Lamplighters 11943, tax, n. 4, $l0; a 
‘an drawers 12493, tax, nov, $1 05; a f, $1.05; 


. $1... 

City ‘aecanena prot ‘asso ‘11431, ‘tax, dec, $17.50; 

a f, $17.60 .. 

Cemetery employes” 10634, ‘tax, a, 5, 0 0, $19. 65; 
4 _f, $19.65 


Federal labor 7479, tax, dec, ae df. 


f, $2.50 
Federal labor 8588, tax, 0, n, d, $12; d f, $12; 
sup, 
Federal labor 9465, tax, n, d, $2.20; a f, $2.20.. 
Federal labor 12222, tax, n, d, $10; a f, $10 
Boot and shoe workers union, Boston, Mass, 
sup 
Quarry workers intl union of N A, sup.. 
Intl bro of composition roofers 4, sup 


$11 00 
5 20 
5 06 


4 50 
83 10 
2 00 
5 00 


8.8 
SRR SSS SS 


23. Intl union of pavers, curbers, etc, 11, sup. os 
Zanesv lle, 


Central tradesand laborcouncil, 





Ohio, sup 
Central trades and labour 
u 


deau, Mo, tux, j, a, 8,0, n, d 

Federated trades council, , bureika, Cal, tax, 
may, ’08, to and incl apr, 'U9 

Water works employes 123.6, tax, dec, $2; d f, 


Machinist helpers and truckmens 12626, tax, 
nov, 75c; d f, 76c 

House movers 12685, tax, dec, $1; d f, $1 

Cigar facto 
sept, $5; d 

Hotel and J eres intl alliance, 
etc, tax, nov 

ine meat ounaes and butcher workmen 

N A, tax, 0, 
Trades and aoe assem, New pana - x. 


up. 
Patternmmahers ‘Jeague ‘of N a ‘fax, 0,2 
Amer bro of cement workers, tax, n, 


sup, $9.66 
Central labor union, Evansville, Ind, sup... 
Paving cutters union of the U'S of Amer 
and Canada, sup 
os. labor 12706, tax, nov, 65c; d f, 65c; 


up, 70¢ 
Federal labor 8116, su 


, ——s labor union, Park, Mass, tax, 


» a, 8, 
Intl union ‘of steam engineers, tax, 0, n 

The granite cutters int! asso of A, tax, 0,n,d 
— labor union, Woonsocket, R I, tax, 


Central labor council, San Joaquin co, Cal, 
tax, aug, ’07, to and incl oct, ’u8 
Trades a labor assem, Chicago Heights, 


tax, n, d, 08, j, f, m, a, 09 
Baggage messengers 10167, tax, nov, "a af, és 
“a7 —* workers 1234%, tax, 0, n, d, $1.05 
Railroad helpersand iaborers 12263, ‘tax, dec, 
95c; d f, 95e. 


Laborers prot 8079, tax, o, n, $8.60; d f, $8.60... 
Gas workers 11633, tax, nov, $i; df, $1 
Federal labor 12424, tax, n, d, $4.70; d f, $4.70.. 
Federal labor 11168, tax, dec, $2.50; d f, rns 
——— labor 838389, tax, j, f, m, $12.76; 


Egg inspectors 8705, sup. 

Gas workers 12748, sup 

Central co-operative union, Guthrie and vi- 
cinity, Okla, sup 

Intl asso of car workers 72, sup 

Intl union of slate workers, sup... 

Theatrical stage employes, sup 

Wall paper machine printers and color mix- 
ers, etc, 9, sup... 

a mn Sateen union of the U 8 of A and 

an, sup... 
a a council, ‘Colorado: Springs, Coio, 


United trades and labor council, Cleveland, 
Ohio, su 

Central labor union, fal ee, Mass, sup 

ay) emanate 12402, tax, nov, 95c; d f, 

up 

Hair spinners 10899, tax, jan, a3 8; di 4 si ‘5; 
sup, 

Undertakers 9049, ‘sup 

we XX | prot Priai, tax, 8, 0, n, d, $2; 

Fic ne as rd 0726, dec, 85c; 
orists and ga eners 1 tax, dec, 

d f, 850; sup, 50c... . 
Laborers rot 12508, “tax, dec, T5e; “a f, T5e; 
sup 
Railroad helpers and laborers 12500, tax, jan, 
80c; d f, 80c; sup, $1 








$2 25 
10 
8 00 
5 00 
250 
2 50 
5 00 
10 00 
4 00 
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HUNTER 
WHISKEY 


IS A PURE RYE PRODUCT 
OF HIGHEST QUALITY AND 
UNIQUE FLAVOR, HENCE 
MOST WHOLESOME. GUAR- 
ANTEED UNDER THE NA- 
TIONAL PURE FOOD LAW. 


Sold at all first-class cafes and by jobbers. 
WM. LANAHAN & SON, Baltimore, Md. 














28. Railroad helpers and laborers 12503, tax, dee, 
$1; d f, $1; sup, 36c¢ 
Federal labor 12316, sup.. 
Federal labor 12412, sup... 
Federal labor 12710, sup. 
——a labor 12700, tax, nov, 60c; d. f, 50c; 


up, $1 
Alice Sterne, New York, N Y, donation to 
legal defense fund 
Agricultural workers 11827, tax, nov, 60c; 


ce 
Grain workers 11407, tax, dec, $1.50; d f, $1.50 
Cigar factory tobacco snopes 8156, =, 
a, 8, O, n, d, $107; d f, $107 . ais 
Central labor union, ‘Concord, NH, ‘su ip. 
Central labor council, Los Angeles, Cal, =p 
Sheet metal! workers 58, sup... 
Federal labor 10977, tax, 0, n, ‘a, 408, ji, f, mn, 
09, $3; d f, $3; sup, $3 
Stone masons 12076, tax. nov, 35c; d f, 35¢c; 
sup, 
Intl asso of steam hot water “‘tters and 
helpers, tax, o, n, & ie 
Boot and shoe workers union, tax 
egw labor union, Vincennes, ‘rnd tax, 


,a 
Central labor 


Newspaper and mail deliverers 9463, tax, 
oct, $45; d f, $45 
ey eae and linemen 9001, tax, s, 


Federal labor 6925, tax, dec, 50c; d f, 5c 

Ceramic, mosaic and’ encaustic tile layers 
and helpers intl union, sup 

Trades and labor council, Mt Olive, Ill, sup, 

Trades and labor council, Berlin, ont; Can, 





Badge, banner and regalia. “makers "[2049, 
tan, dec, C8, J, f, 08, $1.60; a f, $1.50; sup, 24c 


80. Scale workers prot 7592, tax, nov, $7.10; et 4 

$7.10; sup, $38.50. an 

me jlabor | 

Federal i labor 8217, tax, “dec, 
sup, 

Intl bro of stationary firemen, tax, oct 

Central labor union, New Orleans, La, tax, 
oct, 07, to and incl ‘dec, "08 

Pocket knife blade grinders and finishers 
nati union, tax, o, n, 

Ship machinery an . “derrick riggers 103815, 
tax, nov, $2; 

Locomotive hostlers and helpers 12716, tax, 
dec, 70c; d f. 

Cloth and Sane workers 10184, tax, dec, $1.40; 


Highway laborers ‘prot. 12324, “tax, dec, $1 ‘50; 


$7.50; d f, $7.50 
Watch finishers 10454, tax, n, d, ’08, j, 09, $8; 


d f, $3... 
Double gram hoister runners "11275, ‘tax, 0, 
n peapainens 
Daniel J Davenport, Washington, D C, sup 
Paving cutters union of the U 8 of A and 
Can, sup 
Agents and solicitors 8643, tax, s, 0, &; wd f, oa 
Small supplies.... weccoosquveseasounsenncecses oo 
Advertisements AM FED. 
Subscriptions AM FED ove 
Premiums on bonds....... ecccecssscoccssnttcesceseseeeste 





Bean 8 


$142,662 24 


EXPENSES. 
1. ante hire fraternal delegates, Auto Livery 





2. Atty fees, H Winship Wheatley 
Organizing expenses, Ed L Tucker... -_ 
Furnishing chairs and R R fare, mass meet- 
ing,D B Menton 
aS k ppmmaes Denver convention, Josephine 


One month’s rent in advance,Geo G Seibold 

8. Act it printing. pres, secy, and treas reports, 
Tribune co. 

Expressage from Denver, “Adams “Express 


Orgesising ex penses, J D Pierce... 
1,000 2-c and 500 l-c stamps, P O dept. 
500 1-c stamps, P O dept 
Entertaining fraternal 


Entertaining fraternal delegates, Herman 
Robinson. 
4. 20,000 1-c stamps, P O dept 
Organizing expenses, Cornelius Ford 
5. Organizing expenses, Cal Wyatt, $11.86; J D 
Pierce, $60 


~ 
o om 





Kitchel’s 
Liniment 





For Rheumatism, 


Sprains, Bruises, Aches 


and Pains. 
It is one of the best 


external liniments sold 


for man or beast. 
It relieves pain like 
magic. 

Sold by Druggists. 





S. B. Kitche! 


Coldwater, Mich. 
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Pacific Building, 622 F St. N. W. 


R.SsS.& A. B. LACEY, ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


PATENT PRACTICE EXCLUSIVELY 
SOLICITORS OF U.S. AND FOREIGN PATENTS 


Established 1869 
Washington, D. C. 


Mention The American FEDERATIONIST. 


“PATENTS THAT PROTECT” 


Book of Vital Facts for Inventors and Manufacturers—PATENT SENSE—Mailed on Request Without Charge. 





. 2 doz pads, $2; 1 ledger, 60c; 1 index book, $1; 
8 doz pencils, $2; 44 gross pencils, $2.25; I 

ress pen poinis,60c; 1 ink eradicator, 26c; 
roms Be cup, 25c; 1 ruling pen, $1; | in- 
voice book, $1.35; 2 bottles mucilage, "$1. 50; 
1 ream wrapping paper, $9; 5 calendar 
pads, $1.10;2 calendar pads, 50c; Puenking 


7. 12,000 2-c stamped envelopes, P’O de 


Legislativeexpenses, 500 2- bhevamnmat Odepi 

400 2-c stamps, P O dept.. 

3. Salary and expenses in ‘connection. ‘with 
Denver convention, frank J Pulver 
Commission on subscription, 4 a & Co 

. Legislative expenses, A E Hold 
Organizing expenses, Jas E Roac t. $135.05; W 

© Hahn, $23.86; H L Eichelberger, $161. 09, 
Cal Wyatt, $30; Wm E Terry (Los Angeles), 
$48.98; Herman Robinson, $6.22; Jas Leon- 
ard, $68.65; M G Hamilton, $243.80; John O 
Waish, $33.50. iedicianinasaitnaadcacdddeamebdhiinns 

Expenses re porting ‘proceedings Denver 
convention, M Burke Kast........ . 

Organizing ex penses ( LosAngeles), AA Hay 

Balance printing 28,000 ea pres, secy, and 
treas reports National Tribune co 

Organizing expenses, H M Walker. ............. 

. Organizing expenses, Stuart Reid, $50; Sim 

A Bramilette, 3 - 

. Phone service, The C & P Telephone co 
2,000 l-c stamps, P O dept... 

Organzing e Sueseee, THE ‘ly nn, $100; “John 
Fitzpatrick, $12v.. shit 

. Organizing e xpenses 8, , Stuart Reid.. 

5. Freightand drayage, "Blue Line Tran 
Strike benefits for week ending may 30, 

bottle caners 10535, Ellie Mc Carthy, sec y. 

700 6-c stamps, P O dept... 

Organizing expenses, Frank L Rist, $36.60; 
Jacob Tazelaar, $46.02; M Grant Hamil: 
ton, $74.10; C O Young, $47.35; John O 
Waish, $33. 10; Hugh Frayne, $233. 61; H L 
EKiche lberger, $19.y; El 5.66; 
W C Hahn, $48.55. 

. 1,150 l-c stamps, $il. 

Organizing expenses, ‘John A F lett, $16. 373 
James Leonard, $38.50; Herman Robin: 
son, $64.41 

Expenses, fraternal Guages, 
Robinson .... 

Expenses in re B B&R ‘Co, “case, “Aiton B 


Herman 


7. 1,000 2-c stamps, P O Dept 


Organizing expenses, A A Hay 

Expenses trip to New York and return, R 
Lee Guard .... ueape 

Towel service, Fowler Mfg: co. 

Newspaper and ranean 
Adams.. 

Clippings, ‘Natl Press | 

gee. Columbia Ice co 
5 gal floor oil, $2.50; 1 oil can, 50 

Expenses, fraternal delegates, ‘The Arling- 
ton Hotel 

Cleaning windows and bpnienvon Leon L 


oon 
Translating, Wilfrid Rouleau. 
300 boxes, olumbia box co. 
Daily and Sunday post, aug 13 to nov 6, 
Wm Turner... 
Evening and Sunday ‘star, “sept ‘1 to nov 6 
C B Rodrick 


Hamilton 


One set guides, Library Bureau 
Repairing lock and fitting 4 keys, E Deivin 
Clippings, the Manhattan Press pth id 


1,000 6-c stamps, P O dept om iaaivamn 
18, ie oy expenses, a Wya ~ $83.04 \; A M 
ker, $50.08; John O wish. $82.80....00000 





19. Organizin expenees, I, E Jacobs, $5; CO 


Young, $49.50; W Terry, $50. med 


ZF weosSs 


88 Sze 8 238 & Sze2 


—_~ - 
Ra SS wor » 
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21. Atty fees, H Winship Wheatley.................... 


Premium on bonds, Natl Surety co 
ae typewriter, Smith Premier Typewriter 


Supplies: 1,000 pp single entry ledger, $7.50; 
5 ibs of twine, $1.50; 1 Sterling fountain 
pen, $3.50; 1 spool of red tape, 3oc; 1 300-pp 
record book, $1.20; 2 special labels for 
book, 75c; 2 penholders, 10c; 100 scratch 
pads, $3; 3 doz bank penholders, $2.25; 1 

air of shears, 75c; 6 pyramids of pins, 50c; 
saw Reporter Printing co 

Supplies: 434 gross of pencils, at $4.50, $20.25; 
libof bands, $2.0; l pint of red ink, 65c; I 
doz bottles paste, $2.50; 3 mucilage cups, 
no 6, 75c; 6 glass luk wells, 60c; 3 pairs of 
shears, 75c; 6 pyramids of pins, 5uc; Law 
Reporter Printing co 

Legisiative expenses, Thos F Tracy, _— 
Thos F Tracy, $150... ewe 

Printing nov AM FE D, ‘Law ‘Reporter’ CO. 

Printing 75 copies o f Sweet-Orr ad, Law Re- 
porter co 

Printing extra edition nov AM Frep, Law 
Reporter co 

Printing 200 copies editoriais, 16 
Reporter co.. 

Organizing expenses, ‘A E Ireland.. 


. Organizing expenses, T H Fly nn, $1 


; Her- 

man Robinson, $48.45; W C Habn, $48.25; H 
M Walker, $49. 29; ET Flood, $50.50; AA 
Hay, $179.98; Stuart Reid, $50.94; Jas E 
Roach, $96.50; H L Eichelberger, $48.15; 
Hugh Frayne, $56.60; Jacob Tazelaar,$61.59; 
Santiago Iglesias, $143. 

Premium on bond four secretary, Poole & 
Ronsville 

Organizing expenses, John A. Flett... 

Legislative expenses, Arthur E Holder. 

Organizing expenses, E T Flood.... 

Legislative expenses, A E Holder.. 

Organizing expenses, J D Pierce, $100; 1 E 
Terry, $48; James Leonard, $40.45; Cal 
Wyatt, $30 


. 1,000 1- -¢ stamps, P O dept 


1,000 2-c stam ps, $20; 300 3-c stamps, $9; "300 4-c 
stamps, $12; 300 5-c stamps, $15; 300 6-c 
stamps, $18: 100 8c stamps, ws 100 10-c 
stamps, $10, P O dept... 


. Janitor service, Robt Newell, "$io; Waverly 


Newell, $5 
Contribution to AM FED, Hugh McGregor.. 
Expenses to Baltimore and return, Marion 
Webster . 
Organizing expenses, D E Munal 


28. Printing: oak 9.600 tint area Rio Grande 


appeal, $68; 2,000 lists of intl lists, $24; 1,000 
voting. nl ag executive council, $5; 3,000 
receipts (organizers’ Pg op $7.50; S000 
receipts (salary), $7.50; 2,000 receipts (sun- 
dries), $5; 12,000 envelopes, printing, $15; 
corrections, list of organizations, $11.20; 
5,000 a 1 ‘for certificates of affiliation, 
locals, ; 3,000 weekly report of organi- 
zers, $11. 50; 2,000 list of organizers, $72; 5,000 
billheads, Am FED, $20; 5,000 duns locals 
(1909), $17. 50; 350 credential letters process), 
$3.25; 1,000 letter Leesulaen, “We Don’t Pat- 
ronize” list, $9; 200 duns locals (1908), $2.25; 
5,000 book labels (gummed), $9: 150 letter 
circulars, intl, central applications, $3.50: 
1,000 letter circulars, state branches an 
central bodies, oe 700 letter circulars, 
bidg trustees, $4; 1,000 applications for 
certificate of affiliation, centrals, $6.75; 
1,000 constitutions, $175; The Trades 
Unionist 

Oo izing oxpenese W C Hahn, $42.68; CO 

oung, $52; E T Flood, $135.90; Wm E 

Terry, $194.76......... 
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= 
Che Rigas National Bank 


OF WASHINGTON, D. C, 


Capital - - $1,000,000 
Surplus - $1,600,000 


EXCHANGE’ BOUGHT AND SOLD 


Cable Transfers and Drafts direct on 
Principal Cities of the World 


LETTERS OF CREDIT—FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC 


COLLECTIONS =" INVESTMENTS 
STOCKS AND BONDS 





29. 2,000 1-c stamps, P O dept. 
4 weeks’ salary, office employes, E Valesh, 
$120; J Kelly, $100; R yey $10u; (834 
weeks) D F Manning, $77 W Bernard 
$87.50; L A Gaver, $76; L J Sterne $80.50; 
ye H Evans, $86.20; AL “Meu 
ws oe , J Gallaher, ' 

FL Paber, $68; I MC 

ek $71 

A McClellan, $72. ~q 

A E Haw- 
% D J Nielsen, 


lack, 
ter, $67.84; Lg a, Lula E Roberts, 
$8.55; (5-6 weeks) Katie Ward, $8.34; (5-6 
— © Cora E Poulton, $8.34; (5-6 weeks) 
James B. Kane, $8 $8.36; 8-6 weeks) Bernice 


L Calhoun $8.34 weeks) Della H 
8 prague, $8.34; (58 weeks) Bessie Davis, 
(66 weeks) A B Harkinson, $8.34; F 
G Whittington,  (Sosroaks) : (i week ) 
M Benzler, $8; ( k) A B Grace, $6.54 
Printing dec 08, AM FED, Law Reporter co.. 
Printing 000 letter heads and 5,u0u second 
om, 5 og a - — blanks with 
stub, $8. 
printing. ond deusaionine 2 daily proceed- 
ings ey A convention, Thé Smith 
Brooks Printing co. 
t Heporte Ly i Sweet-Orr ad (dec), Law 





Telegrams (special), ‘Postal “Telegraph Cable 


wosegeaane (oct), Postal Telegraph Gabie co.. 
Telegrams (nov), Postal Telegraph ¢ Cable co 


30. i. 7 ex age laar, $72.69; 
—— a 24; James caffonard, 


fo: Henry M. Walker, $56.26 1 
} Joun A: Fi Flett, $42.66; A A =. worn t 


$5 
Freight an and pen Geo W Knox Express 














30. Expenses ofattorne: ze in the contempt case 
and ona (B 8 & R co ones), Ralston & 
Siddons .. 

Phone, 16c; ‘oil. can, "Q5e; “oil, “We; "repairing 
k, 85¢; messenger, b5e;" telegrams,  ~ 
nails and staples, 55c; newspapers, 
hauling and expressage, $3.40; car tiskete, 
$11.25, J W Bernhard 
Hauling Am Frep, J’ W Bernhard... 

31. Binding 406 copies J AM FED, $251. 73; printing 
800 title pages, $17.60; A Zichtl & 

R R fare and expenses, Samuel Ee 
Organizing expenses, Herman Robinson.. 
Seals and stamps, J Baumgarten & Sons Co 
Organizing ex — M Grant Hamilton 
Commissions fo 

Postage on AM "FED. “SO dept 

Stamps received and used, 


— month’s salary, Samuel Gompers, pres 

One month’s salary, Frank Morrison, sec 

Money ye by E C tobe divided 
among the employes of hall at Denver 
convention, Arthur H Martyn, $5; Sam 
Hutchins, $5; Geo E Foot, $5; J M Kinnear 
$5; O Swanson, $5; F Simmons, $5; F M 
Lenza, $5; Harry Sedabrick, $5; F 
Puy, %; B F Enos, $ 


Total $17,170 51 
RECAPITULATION. : 


Balance on hand December 1, 1908. 
Receipts for month of December, 1908 





mae 93 
9,868 6 al 





142, 662 4 
17,170 51 
Balance on hand January l, 1909....0-2000000eseeeeeee $425,491 78 
General fund 
Defe fund 








$125,491 78 


FRANK ——we er 
Secretary, A. F’. of L. 














SOLID CAR- 
LOAD LOTS 








BISCUIT , WAFFLES, MUFFINS, 
CAKES, PASTRY, ETC: ONE CAN 
WILL CONVINCE YOU OF IT'S EXCELLENCE, 
RELIABILITY AND ECONOMY. 


only BAKING POWDER 


solid regularly in 


“GOOD LUCK” is the 


FACTURED BY 


IANUFACTURING CO. 
OND. VA. 
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LION 


BRAND 


Condensed Milk 


NOT A CHEAP MILK, but always safe and reliable for 


babies. 


Guaranteed under the Food and Drug Act, 


June 30, 1906. Serial No. 3269, 


Best for Family Use 


Good today—Tomorrow—All the Time 


Try a Can 


ALWAYS THE SAME 


Write for Booklet 
SAVE THE LABELS 


Do it Now 
‘91 HUDSON ST., Dept. W. 





Royal Pilsen 


OR 


Old Glory 


The sales of these two High-grade Beers 
excel those of any other in Washington because 
their QUALITY, AGE, AND PURITY ARE THE 
BEST 


Abner-Drury Brewing Co. 


“SAFETY” 
Insulated Wires and Cables 


FOR ALL PURPOSES 








THE SAFETY 
INSULATED WIRE AND CABLE CO. 
Bayonne, N. J. 





We Issue Surety Bonds 


THE TITLE GUARANTY & SURETY COMPANY 


HOME OFFICE, SCRANTON, PA., 516 SPRUCE STREET 
L. A. Watres, Pres.; Joseph A. Sinn, Mg’. Surety Dept.; J. H. Law, Sec. 


Capital and Surplus Over $1,000,000. Agencies in 
all the Large Cities and Towns 


New York, N. Y., Fred C. Wil- 

liams, Manager, ”84William St.5 

Chicago, llL, W. J. Doyle, As- 

sistant Resident Manager, 189 

a St.; Seattle, Wash.,Jno. 

R. Scott, General Agent,Bailey 

Bidg Philadelphia, Pa., The 

Parker Company, General 
sgoate, fonmegeceens Bid 

Pittsburgh, Pa., Ball & Ro beris, 

General A ents, Frick Bidg. 

Annex; Was ington, D. C.,Geo. 

T. Parker Company, Colorado 

Bldg. ; San Francisco, Cal., Dan 

arter, Resident *Mana er, 

Merchants’ Exchange Blidg.; 

Denver, Colo., P. H. Zurflieh» Resident Manager, Rallway 

Exchang: ge Bldg. Ramens City yz Mo., L. H. Phister & Co., Gen 

cral Agen delity Trust Bid €5 Bes Moines, lowa, Harve G. 

Badgerow, Resident Manager, Youngerman Bidg.; Louisville, 

Ky. Samuel K. Bland, General Agent, Paul Jones ‘Bldg. 





Washington 
Brewery Company's 


SPARKLING ALE 


CROWN PORTER 


ON DRAFT IN BARROOMS 





Family Trade Supplied in Bottles Direct 
From Brewery 





een eae 
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BROMO- 
SELTZE 


CURES 
HEADACHES 
ie conis = 








WORKERS, 


SUBSCRIBE FOR THE 


American Federationist 


AND SECURE OTHER SUBSCRIBERS 


It is Your Magazine 


IT DEFENDS YOUR INTERESTS AND ADVOCATES YOUR CAUSE AGAINST 
THAT OF ANY OTHER BODY ON EARTH. 





A Liberal Commission on 
all Subscriptions sent in. 


Write for Terms. 
Why don’t You Become an Agent? 


The American Federationist 


Is on Sale on Every News Stand. 


If you fail to see it on your News Stand 


ASK THE REASON WHY. 








RUBBERSET 
— Shaving Brushes Brusbes 


OU’RE never YOU'RE never bothered pi pick- 
ing loose bristles out of your 
brush or off your face if you 

use a Rubberset Shaving Brush. 
Bristles are set in Hard Rubber 
which holds them intact under all 

we conditions. Fully guaranteed. 25c to $6. 
a, Atall dealers, or write for booklet. 


The Rubberset Company 
48 Ferry St. Newark, N. J. 





BERSET 
Shaving Cream Soap 


NEW lathering medium. Heals 

—cleans—and feeds the skin 

while 'athering. Made of 
Glycerine and Cocoanut Oil. 


Makes thick creamy lather, softens 
beard vom S contains no alkali. 
Leaves face delightfully smooth 
and cool. Price, 25¢ Tube. At All Dealers. 
Sendj\2-c stamp for sample. 


The Rubberset Company i 
48 Ferry St. Newark, N. J. — 




















AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST 











y/ 
LINEN COLLARS 
and CUFFS 


ARE STAMPED 
“Warranted Linen” 
ARE YOURS? 











UNION LABEL 
of the 


UNITED 
MATTERS 





HEN are a FUR HAT, either soft or sti# 
Ww see fo it that auine Union inion Label is is sewed in & 
The Genuine U is ted on the four 
exactly the same as a stamp. Ifa re taller bos 
loose labels in camp gy eet 
for you, do not him. Lecce labels in votall stoves 
are counterfeits. 


MARTIN LAWLOR, Secretary, Orange, N. J. 


1s Waverly Piace, New Yerk City. 








The J. 2M. Haffen Brewing Co. 


Telephone “71 MELROSE” 
386-398 East 152d Street Corner Melrose Avenue 


NEW YORK 


fovernment | Positions 


46, 712 Appointments ;;,, pores made to ( ivil Service places 


ties for young pespiee 
on of persons who pass these exam’ 
of them receive appmntmese to life positions at $840 to $1,/00a year. 
If you desire a position of this kind, write for our Civil Service An 





nouncement, containing — information s about all government exam- 
inations and’ questions recent! th u ce Ww VASHINGT Commission. 
COLUMBIAN CORRESPOND NCE COLLEGE. 0. Cc 


MAY MANTON PATTERNS 


Have won their way into the best homes in the land, because 





they are the Most Perfect-Fitting Patterns in the Market 
Right in Quality 
Right in Design 
Right in Price 


For Sale by Agencies Everywhere ALL 10 CENTS EACH 
A catalogue containing 700 designs, 10c.; by mail, 15c¢. 


May Manton Pattern Company 


132-142 West 27th St., New York 


SAMUEL SWAN, Prest. 








.D. 1 ny Vice-Prest. 
CHAS. F. TOWNER, Secty and T 


THE 


David B. Crockett Company 


MANUFACTURERS OF 


FINE VARNISH SPECIALTIES 


Eare the origi- 

nal and ot 
makersinthewor 
of Genuine Spar 
Composition, and 
Nos. 1 and 2 Pre- 
servative. These 
goods we have 
manufactured al- 





most thirty years, 
by a process exclu- 
siv ely our own, and after a formula which is an absolute 
secret known only to this comoeny. As a result we have the 
best materials ever used as Varnishes. We warrant and wiil 
defend them against all comers. 


OF LATE YEARS, HOWEVER, 


others have taken advantage of the popalarity of our goods 
to bring out numerous imitations which are offered under 
the same or similar names. 
such as they are not in the same class with our Gen- 

uine Spar Composition and Nos. 1 and 2 Preservative in any 
res —and in all probability will crack, n, 
stick, peel, or otherwise ruin interior or exterior finish. 

Please send to us freel 2 copies of = Architectural 
Hand-Book, Sample samples of o' 

If local dealers can not supply you, send direct to— 


THE DAVID B. CROCKETT COMPANY, 
Bridgeport, Conn., U.S. A. 








